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1. A brief State of the Argutnerit fot 
the Truth of Chriftianity drawn from 
a Collective View of Prophecy. 

^HE learned Bifbop Sherlock, in his Dif T 
courfes on the Ufe and Intent ofPr&f>he~ 
cy, has obferved, that there is a gene-, 
rai Dependency amongft all thofeFro 
phedes, that Were delivered to the World, con* 
cefnihg >the Meffiah that Hvas to come ; that, in 
applying fltofe Prophecies to our Saviour,, we 
(hall Ofteti fail of giving thefri their jnh Force^ 
tf^Wecdnfider tfcdmonly^feparately and indepen- 
dently 5 and that fuch a partial Cdtifider&ion can 
Wy no 'Means ^ivetJs an adequate Idea of the 
grand Schbfne of Providence in the Redemption 
of Ib&rikiikL 

His Lordfhip lias far&er dbferved, that thefe 
P»pheci& 'Were 'intended byProvidence to ferve 
Ttoo gre&t Purjpofes. Fifft, /fc fappbrt the Faitb 
md Religion of the oU World. And Secondly, to 
give *Tejlif*my to the Mifjion <gf jfefits. He has 
fliewn, with a View lo th&ftfl, how the Reve~ 
Mtibn of the ftfeflfch was gradually opened, • and 
enfolded by little and ilittfe, according* to the dif. 
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ferent Exigences of the feveral Ages in which it 
was delivered, and the Meafure of Support and 
Comfort that was neceffary to be imparted to 
them : But He obferves, that the fecond Purpofe 
above-mentioned will be ftill farther affifted by 
taking in one entire View the .whole Scheme of 
Prophecy, and that they who confider the Prophe- 
cies under the old Teftament, asfo many Predictions 
only, independent on each ether y can never form a 
right Judgment of the Argument for the Truth of 
Chrijlianity drawn from this Topic. 

Now an entire View of the Prophecies may 
be taken in two different Lights.: either fuccef- 
Jfoely, as they lie in Or t der of Time ; or collectively, 
as they All together make up one couple at Set of 
Predictions relating to the fame Perfoh. . Thefe 
Vie c ws are manifeftly diftinft ; The frjt of them 
is, I apprehend, chiefly to be attended to, when 
we fpeak bffupporting the Faith if the Old World \ 
as the latter of them is moil fubfervient to the 
Proof of Chrijlianity. 

That the Prophecies of the Meffiah record- 
ed in the Old Teftament are difpofed in a regu- 
lar and dependent Order, cannot be doubted by 
any one who ferioufly considers them : and that 
this Order was not fallen upon accidentally, and 
without Defign, I think, will admit of as little 
Difpute. The Giving Tejlimony to Chrifts Mxffwn. 
could not .be the Defign of Providence in difpo- 
ling them in this Order.* For it will appear that 
a Set of Prophecies, if they only contained a full 
Defcription of the Meffiah, would h^ve given. as 
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perfect' an Evidence to the divine Million of 
Jefus, in whatever Order they had been deliver- 
ed, or delivered even without any Regard to 
Order, as they do when ranged in that Regula- 
rity in which they now appear. 

No other Conditions could be requifite for 
thfs End than that the Prophecies fhould be, i.fo 
clear as to be eafily applicable to the Meffiab ; 2. Jo 
numerous and particular y as to comprehend a View 
of the moft material Aft ions of his Life, and the 
Intention of his Coming ; a nd y as to be necejjarily 
retrained to him, and applicable to no one elfe. 
Now thefe Conditions might be obtained, with- 
out any Regard to the Order in which the Pro- 
phecies were delivered: and therefore the gi- 
ving a more perfed: Teftimony to the Million 
pf Jefus, could not be the Defign of Providence 
in giving that regular Arrangement to thefe Pro- 
phecies in which they are difpofed. But then 
thefe Conditions could not both be obtained with- 
out a Regard to xhtfecond View of Prophecies 
which we have pointed out. For though the 
Prophecies might have been fo plain as to be 
eafily applicable to the Mefliah (as in Fa& all 
the Prophecies applied to him are ) yet unlefs 
they did all together make up one compleat Set 
of Predictions relating to tbe fame Perfon y they 
could not have been fo numerous and particular 
?s to comprehend a View of the moft material 
of our Saviour's A&ions, and the Intention of 
his Coming, nor as to be reftrained to him a- 
lone, and applicable to no one elfe. 

A 2 Thesb 
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These ©i&in&fons then, I apprehend, give 3 
clear and eafy Account how fas Prophecies, dif- 
t&ftly and independently confidered, can go to- 
ward^ producing a perfect TeAimpay of the di- 
vine Miffion of Jefus, and how far they muft 
fail in doing this. Wo muft eafily fee, that Pro- 
phecies, fignly considered, might be fo plain ad 
to be applicable to our Saviour : but then under 
this View only they could go no farther* They 
might dill be of fuch a Nature, f and in Fa£t ma«- 
fiy of them are of that Nature,) as to be applica- 
ble to many more befides the Perfon of our Sa- 
viour. Thus that Prediction, which fays the ftfef- 
fiah Should make his Grave with the Rich, is 
plainly applicable to our Lord, becaufe it un- 
doubtedly happened to him ; but it happened to 
many more bolides our Saviour, and therefore, 
if we confider it no otherwife than Singly, the 
Evidence of this Prophecy i& manifestly loft- 1{ 
can no more, by its own fingle Force, prove 
Jefus of Nazareth to be the Meffiah, than h can 
a Thoufand others* to whom the fame Thing 
happened in common with him. it onfyfets hii 
Claim to that Title upon a Level with that of 
all thofe on whofe Corpfes, Since the giving out 
of the Prophecy, the fame distinguished Inter- 
ment has been beftowed. But when we give if 
a Place amongft a Collection of Prophecies that 
were all given out concerning the fame Mefilah* 
then we feo how, under this collefted View, it 
is at once restrained, and aSflfts hi restraining o- 
thers, to the Perfon of ou* Saviour.; iince it can 
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then only be applicable to him in whom all the 
other, Circumftances concurred, nor can the reft 
be applied, but where this is alfp due, "Tis true 
there are fotne of the Prophecies by their Nature 
more reftrained. There are perhaps fome of 
them which no one could, in ftridt Juftice, pre- 
tend to have fulfilled but our Saviour alone. 
Thefe are however far the fmalleft Number. 
Nay there are fcarce any of them, which a cavil- 
ling Age would J»ave allowed him a peaceable 
and incontefted Right to: and, in by far the 
greateft Number, He would have had many 
Competitors. But if they fail here, much lefs 
can Scattered, disjointed rredidions anfwer the 
other Part of the fecond Condition. For it is a 
Contradiftion, that a Prophecy of a fingle Event 
fhould comprehend* a View of the moft material 
Adtions of the Meffiah, and the Intention of his 
Coming. We fee how fmall a Part of that Evi- 
dence for the Truth of our Saviour's Miffion, 
which Reafon teaches us to exped: from Pro- 
phecy, is obtainable from Prophecies fingly and 
independently considered : and therefore how ne- 
ceflary it is, in Order to draw a conclufive Ar- 
gument for the Truth of Chriftianity from this 
Topic, to take an entire View of the Prophecies 
of the Old Teftament in the fecond Light, as 
they all together make up one compleat Set of 
.Predictions relating to the fame Perfon. 

If we fhould attend only to one fingle Ope- 
ration of Nature, or to one fingle AA of God's 
Dealings with his Creatures, we might perhaps 

be 
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be tempted to deny a Providence. But if we take 
in at one comprehenfive View the whole Syftem 
of Nature, and run through the whole Scheme 
of God's Difpenfations^ then the Proofs of Power 
and Wifdom fliine in fo ftrongly upon Us, that 
We cannot help acknowledging the great and 
good Creator and Governour of the Univerfe. 
So here, when we attend only to one fingle Pro- 
phecy, fo narrow and partial a View will at bcft 
leave the Mind clogged with great Uncertainties : 
but when We enkrge our View, and admit at 
once the whole Syftem of Prophecies ; then the 
Evidence for our Saviour's divine Million breaks 
in with a Force fo irrefiftible as carries all Doubts 
before it, dnd pours ftrong Convi&ion and foil 
Aflurance over all the Mind, 

I do . not deny, but that the firft View of 
Prophecy may contribute fomething towards 
ftrengthening, or at leaft beautifying, the Argu- 
ment drawn from thence for the Truth of Chri- 
ftianity. For 'tis certain that the Syftem of Pro- 
phecies cannot be ranged in a more beautiful Or- 
tler than that wherein they ftand. And befides ; 
having in Eye to the Occafions for which they 
were given, the Place they poflefs in the Series 
of Prophecies, and the Circumftances that at- 
tended their Delivery, cannot fail of giving Light 
to feveral particular Prophecies. There is fbme 
Reafon to imagine, that our Saviour and his Dif- 
triples looked upon this as the moft commodious 
Order, in which to draw out thefe Prophecies, to 
give their Evidence to the Truth of his Miffion. 

Wherever 
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Wherever they had Occafion to produce this, 
Teftimony, they generally began with Mofes % 
and then defcended in Order to the reft of the 
Prophets. We have a ftrpng Prefumption of 
our Saviour's efpecial Regard to this Method, 
joined with a dire& Proof t tha^ He thought the 
Prophecies of the Old Teftainent gave the bed 
Evidence to his Miffion when collected, in the 
pathetic Account of his Difcpqrfe with the Dis- 
ciples in the Way. to Etnmauu *0 Fools, and 
Ikw of Heart * faid He, to believe all that the Pro- 
phets havejpoken 1 Ought not Chrift to banxji$er~ 
ed theje Things y and to otter into his Gkry ? uind 
beginning at Mofes and all the Prophets , He ex* 
pounded unto them in all the Scriptures the Thing* 
concerning him/elf. From which We can gather 
Nothing lefs than this, that, in Order to con- 
vince his doubting Difciples of the Truth of hi* 
Miffion from the Topic of Prophecy, He hotb 
£ummed up all the Prophecies contained in die 
Scriptures concerning himfel£ and alio purfued 
that Order in which Providence had though* fit 
to difpofe and conned them. He began from 
Mofes, and expounded what related to his Mif- 
fion throughout all the Scriptures. . 

This Obfervation will be ftreagthened if wA 
confider that this was the firft Time the ArgtW 
ment was, and could have been, made Ufe of in 
its full Extent. The Prophecies had not till then 
received their full and final Completion. The 
Scene of our Saviour's Sufferings waa now clo£ 

a Luke 24. X5 &c, } 
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ed, he had drank the bitter Cup, had paid down 
our Ranfom, had fhewn himfelf vi&orious over 
our grand Enemy, and in fhort had finifhed the 
great Work of his Miffion; and now at laft eve- 
ry Chara&er given of the Meffiah appeared legi- 
ble in his Perfon. The Prophecies therefore 
could not have been earlier applied to him in a 
collected and dependent View. All that could 
be done in his Life-Time was to apply particu- 
lar Prophecies, and to accommodate them to him- 
felf, as they one by one received their Comple- 
tion in the Courfe of his Aftions. But now He 
was able to gather them up, and to urge, as one 
powerful and irrefiftible Argument of the Truth 
of his Miffion* the perfect and thorough Corre- 
fpondence between his whole Life and Aftions, 
and the entire Plan of them made up of the 
whole Set of Prophecies laid together and united. 
Our Saviour's Ufe of this Kind of Argument on 
the very firft Occafion, after it was capable of be- 
ing put in Force, feems clearly to point out to 
Us the moft proper Ufe of Prophecy in applying 
it. to the Proof of his Miflion $ and the Evange- 
lift's apparent Care in defcribing fo particularly 
this important Occurrence to Us, may juftly be 
looked upon as a defiened Recommendation of 
tiiis. our Saviour's Method of treating Prophecy* 
as a Pattern moft worthy our Imitation. 

The firft View of Prophecy is chiefly con- 
cerned in leading Us to the firft Ufe of it. For 
the greateft Strength of Teftimony appears plain- 
ly to be deducible from the Second View of it. 

From 
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From that fingly, all the neceffary Conditions, 
requifite to make Prophecy a compleat Teftimo- 
ny, are to be obtained; and this feems to add 
more Grace than Strength to the Argument. 
Since then there is a manifeft Order and Subor- 
dination obfervable in the Prophecies, and fince 
We cannot fuppofe this Order to be the Ef- 
fect of Chance, neither is the Ufe it can be of, 
in bringing about the fecond End of Prophecy, 
confiderable enough to be thought the fole Pur- 
pofe of it; it remains that it muft have been plan- 
ned in Subferviency to the firft End of Prophe- 
cy, and with a View of fupporting the Faith ^nd 
Religion of the Old World. That they are fit- 
ted to ferve this great End will eafily appear. 

Man's Innocence was the Condition on which 
he held his original Title to Happinefs. Having 
loft his Innocence, he had therefore no longer 
any Means of obtaining Happinefs. For if We 
fay that he could, by any natural Abilities of his 
own, raife himfelf again to forfeited Happinefs, 
what is this but deftroying all effential Difference 
between Virtue and Vice ? taking the Scales of 
Juftice from the Hand of God, and making 
Man himfelf Arbiter of the Terms on which he 
will be faved? For, on this Suppofition, when 
he had finned, he had nothing more to do than 
to exert that Power with which he was endued, 
and be reftored again to all the Priviledges of un- 
ftained Virtue. And what is fuch a Power, but a 
Power of fetting up an Equality between Virtue 
and Vice ? It is placing Man beyond all Pofli- 

B bility 
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bility of forfeiting his Title to Happinefs. For 
he could never forfeit his Title to that, which he 
had in himfelf a natural Power of obtaining. 

The firft Sinner therefore could have no rea-» 
fonable Expectations of Happinefs, except it 
fhould pleafe the Mercy of God to open for him 
a new Way to it. This God voucnfafed to do 
out of his great Compaflion for the helplefs State 
of fallen Man. He provided an Expiation for 
thofe Sins, which Man himfelf was unable to ex- 
piate, the Sacrifice of his beloved Son* and 
changed the Conditions of* Happinefs, on our 
Part, from perfeft Innocence, which we were 
no longer capable of, to Repentance, and Faith 
in the Merits and Satisfaction of Chrift. But 
ftill Man could not attain to the Knowledge of 
thefe Conditions, (fince they depended not on his 
own, but on the divine Will,) and therefore could 
not lay hold of the Benefits of them, without 
fome Revelation made to him of that divine 
Will. Hence it appears how excellently the firft 
Prophecy was appointed for fupporting the Faith 
and Religion of the firft of Men ; fince without 
it they muft have been utterly deftkute of all 
Faith and Principles of Religion, For without 
it they could neither have known the Objedt of 
Faith, nor have had Hope in the Objedt of re- 
ligious Worfhip. It conveys juft fo much Light 
as the Condition of Man at that Time required, 
a general Promife of a Deliverer. Who he was 
to be, at what Diftance of Time he was to ap- 
pear, or what were to be the Characters of nis 
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Perfon, it imported them little to know. Thefe 
were Difcoveries referved for the Exigences of 
fucceeding Ages. That there fhould arife one 
who fhould finally triumph over their grand E- 
nemy, and thereby reftore them to the Happi- 
nefs they had loft all Title to by their Defection 
from Innocence, was enough to raife them from 
Defpair to a Hope in God; it was a fufficient 
Foundation for Truft in his Mercies, and Faith 
in a promifed Redeemer. 

This Promife was granted to the Father of 
the whole Race of Men. They were all alike 
to fhare in the Benefits of it. It was therefore 
-exprefled in general Terms, becaufe it was to be 
the Bafis of a general Hope. But the Promife 
made to Abraham was more confined. It limit- 
ed the Expeditions of giving Birth to the. pro- 
mifed Meffiah to his Seed. And who does not 
fee how conducive thefe Expe&ations were, to- 
wards carrying on the Intereft of Providence, at 
that Time ? God was then fele<5ting a peculiar 
People for the better Prefervation of Religion, 
and the Foundation of religious Hopes: And 
wh# could fo effe&uaily engage them heartily 
to concur in his Defigns, as to diffufe through 
them all, from their very Fountain, the Opi- 
nion, that they were fet apart by God, and fa- 
cred to the great Purpofe of giving a Meffiah to 
the World ? Nothing could fo ftrongly cement 
and unite them amongft themfelves, or infpire 
them with fo warm a Defire of preferving them- 
felves a diftinft People, unmixed with other 
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Nations, and of performing with, Alacrity all 
thofe Ceremonies defigned ftill further to fecure 
their Diftindtion. 

But left this People, conceiving too high an 
Opinion of the Excellency of their Conftitution, 
fhould be defirous of adhering to it, and of fup- 
porting it, even after the divine Protection was 
intended to be withdrawn from it, it was expe- 
dient they fhould Jcnow that God had prefcribed 
a Period to its Duration, and only intended that 
its Obligation fhould be temporary! And what 
could fo effe&ually ferve this Purpofe, as that 
the Declaration of this divine Appointment 
fliould come from the Mouth of the very Per- 
fon, who was the Inftrument of God in giving 
their Laws ? That thus the great Veneration, 
they would conceive .for One whom God had- 
honoured with this high, Commiflion, might be 
kept within due. Bounds even by its own Force, 
and that the feme Authority, which gave them 
Zeal to defend their Law, while it was intended 
to laft, might alfo incline them to give it up 
without Reluctance, to that more excellent and 
perfect Law, which was to fucceed it. Here 
then lay the Propriety of putting this Prophecy 
into the Mouth of Mfes, lie Lord tby God will 
raife up unto Thee a Prophet from the midft of 3Thee, 
of tby Brethren, like unto tjne*> unto him Te Jhall 
hearken. Deut. 18,15. 

W e fee how juftly the Degrees of Light were 
proportioned to the Exigences of die Times, in 
which they were delivered, and how well adapt- 
ed 
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ed to excite in the Minds of Men, fuch Impref- 
fions, as might moft conduce to forward the be- 
nevolent Defigns of Providence, This Specimen 
fufficiently fhews the Fitnefs of the Prophecies 
to the particular Periods, to which they are af- 
figned, and how juftly the Degrees of Revela- 
tion were meafured out according to the Wants 
of thofe to whom they were vouchfafed. We 
might carry on this View of the Prophecies 
much farther, and (hew of moft of the fucceed- 
ing ones, that they had a manifeft Tendency to 
fupport, or revive the Faith of thofe to whom 
they were given. a For they were generally be- 
ftowed, as thefe we have already confidered 
plainly were, at Times when the People, under 
Difficulties or Diftrefles, ftood moft in Need of 
fuch Support ; or when they wanted Encourage- 
ment for undertaking fome arduous Attempts • 
But this is not neceflary. For We cannot doubt 
but that Providence would carry the fame gra- 
cious Defign throughout the whole Revelation, 
that appears in the Beginning of it. 

Should we now fuppofe the Order of the 
Prophecies to be changed or difturbed, the Ap- 
pearance they would then make, under this dif- 
ferent Diftribution of them, would further illuf- 
trate the great Wifdom of affigning them that. 
Order they at prefent poflefs. Imagine then the 
Prophecies we have been eonfidering to be in 
any Manner tranfpofed, and you will fee that it 
cannot be fo contrived, but that great Inconve- 

a See Difcourfes &c. particularly Difc.6, Page 14& &c 
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niences would refult from the Change. Suppofe 
the Promife to Abraham removed back to Adam. 
It could not. have added the leaft ufefiil Light to 
that which the general Promife of a Redeemer 
conveyed. For what availed it Adam, to know 
the Name of One of the remote Anceftors of 
the Mefliah ? and to fay that Abraham fhould 
he his Father, what was it faying more to Adam*> 
than that one of his Seed fhould be his Father ? 
But it would have been worfe than barely fuper- 
fluous here. For it would have laid the Deity, 
under a Neceflity of giving a public Atteftation, 
to the Perfon of this Abraham^ either by a Set 
of Prophecies defcribing his Character, and the 
Time and Place of his Birth, or by working 
fome great Miracles for this Purpofe, or by fome 
other public Demonftration, that He was the ve- 
ry Abraham from whom, it was foretold, that the 
Mefliah fhould fpring. For without fome fuch 
public Proof he might have been overlooked, or 
his Claim contefted ; inftead of adminiftring E- 
vidence it would have fupplied conftant Matter 
of Exception and Difpute ; For how could we 
have anfwered thofe who fhould have aflerted 
that the Abraham^ from whom the Mefliah was 
to fpring, was of another Family, another Coun- 
try, or Nation ? Should we on the contrary 
bring it nearer to the Tinje of our Saviour, it 
would, at leaft for the intervening Time, lofe 
all its Influence for determining the Seed of A- 
braham> to keep up their Diftin&ioh from the 
Reft of Mankind ; and Abraham himfelf would 
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be deprived of fome Part £>f the great Motive, 
that infpired ljim with Refolution, in maintain- 
ing the Honour of God's Name, amidft an ido- 
latrous People, and in encountering all the Diffi- 
culties which Providence thought fit to lay up- 
on him. 

Should we again, reverfing the firft Expe- 
riment, bring down the Promife made to Adam 
to fome later Age, how unhappy would be the 
Confequence! Befides the # great Difficulties of 
making the Revelation public in the World now 
become populous, It would leave the wretched 
Part of Mankind, who were deftined to the dark 
Period which went before it, abandoned to Ig- 
norance, or, what is ftill more deplorable, to all 
the Horrors of Defpair, and the certain Appre- 
henfions of the divine Difpleafure. Thus to 
change or difplace any of the Prophecies, like 
removing fome of the great Bodies of the Uni- 
-verfe, would lay in Ruins, or at leaft greatly 
disfigure, the whole Syftem. 

The Prophecies were all infpired by the fame 
Holy Spirit. When therefore fo noble an End 
as the Support of Religion, which has always 
been the peculiar Care of Heaven, could be an- 
fwered barely by giving a particular Arrange- 
ment to the Prophecies, to imagine that the Ar- 
rangement moft fuitable to that End was fallen 
upon by Chance, or to fuppofe that the Prophe- 
cies have been wildly fcattered through different 
Ages, without any Regard to Order at all, is 
certainly finking the Oeconomy of the divine 
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Spirit, to a Pitch even lower than that to which 
human Prudence ufes to attain. For even a pru- 
dent Mortal does not negledt to give his Affairs, 
the moft commodious Difpofition, nor will he 
jumble them together in Perplexity and Confu- 
fioh, where he is fenfible that Regularity would 
have conduced greatly to his Intereft. The Pro- 
phecies being diftributed, as they are, through 
all the Ages which preceeded our Saviour's Co- 
ming, is of itfelf an Argument that Wifdom and 
Benevolence were concerned in appointing them 
their Stations, and that they were beftowed with 
a gracious Intention, as the Favours of Provi- 
dence, on thofe who were thought worthy of 
them. Had they been all lavifhed upon any one 
Age, their Influence muft have been loft to ch 
thers. Had they all been given out with a pro- 
fufe Hand to the firft, their Force would have 
gradually decayed j long and unregarded Expec- 
tation would have wearied out Faith, and they 
would at laft have yanifhed like Dreams, and 
been loft in the fpreading Corruptions of Man- 
kind. Or had they all been referved to the later 
Ages, who could without Commiferation have 
looked back on the total Darknefs, in which all 
Antiquity muft have been involved ! But when 
We fee them difleminated with an even Hand 
through all Ages, who does not adore the uni- 
verfal Goodnefs, and admire the wife Oecono- 
my .of Providence, thus difpenfing his Mercies as 
the Neceflities of his Creatures called for them, 
awakening at every fit Period the languifhing 

Faith 
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Faith of the World, refreshing the thirfty Souls 
of his faithful Servants with a due Share of his 
Goodnefs, ever repeating the decayed Iropref- 
fions of his Promifes, and keeping alive and in- 
vigorating their Hopes, by renewed Affurances 
of his gracious Intentions ! Upon the Whole, 
fince it appears that the Order, in which the 
Prophecies are now difpofed, is of all others the 
iitteft for producing and fuftaining the Faith of 
the Old World, and that all other poffible Dis- 
tribution of them, would necqf&rily deftroy or 
greatly 'weaken this Tendency in them, we m&y 
fairly conclude, that the all- wife and bountiful 
Author of them, when he' placed them in this 
beautiful Subordination,, was not regardlefe of 
the great Benefits which, ohLy under the Form 
he had given them, they were moft capable of 
producing. Or in other Words -, that a fuccef- 
five View of the Prophecies leads us to difcover 
that they were defigned by. Providence, to Sup- 
port the Faith and Religion of the Old World. 

When now, in Purfuance of this great De- 
figp, God had, by jpeaking, as the Apoftle ex- 
prefles it, in different Parts and in different Man- 
ners to the Fathers by the Prophets, made a com- 
pleat Revelation of his Will concerning the Re- 
demption of the World j when he had by fre- 
quent Additions difplayed every Chara&er of the 
Mefliah, and thus filled up and finifhed the 
Great Out-Line that was delineated in the firft 
gene/al Prophecy of him : then commenced the 
Second Ufe of Prophecy, then was it fitted to 

C give 
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give a compleat Evidence to the Saviour that 
was to come. At that Period the Expectations 
of the faithful were raifed to the greateft Height. 
They contemplated with awful Veneration the 
great Plan that was now wholly unfolded, and 
waited, with pious Fervour and devout Wifhes, 
for the approaching Salvation. They flood Wrap- 
ped up in filent Admiration, when they perceiv- 
ed the grand Crifis draw near in which the Pro- 
mifes of God, now fhut up, were about to be 
made good ; and, filled with a deep and ftill At- 
tention, expeded when God would open in Rea- 
lity that glorious Scene, the Defcription of which 
was now compleated. How their Hopes were 
anfwered by the Event, it beft becomes the fa- 
cred Volumes to tell. 
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II. A Defence and further Illuftration 

. of the Argument. 

w 

SINCE die firft Ufe of Prophecy laid 
down above, and all collective Views of 
the Prophecies for either of the Purpofes 
to which they have bfeen applied, have 
been lately oppofed with great Severity, and con* 
demned by an Author of great Note ; to lay 
down fuch a View of them without any Regard 
to his Obje<3ion6 might be cenfured as Rafhnefs, 
as a Want of proper Deference to an Author ofhis 
Eminence $ nay as a Step unfafe for the Scheme 
itfelf 5 fince it might be looked upon as leaving 
a Fortrefs undefended, except by its natural 
Strength, when a Battery directed by a great 
Mafter was playing againft it. I fhall therefore 
confider the Obje6tions he has made to it. 

H e tells Us that our Saviour himfelf and bis 
Apoftles confider ed the Prophecies of the Old Tejla- 
ment, in a Light very different from that in which 
his Lord/hip would place them. That they always 
applied tbemjingly and independently on each other 
to this or that Occafion> asfo many different Argw* 
mentsfor the general Truth of the Go/pel. a In fup- 

a Examination of the Lord Bifliop of London** Difcourfes &c; 
by. Confers Middlttpn D. D. Pag. 8. 
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rt of this Declaration he proceeds to fhew, 
ow JeJiis bimfelf conftantly taught that bis P erf on 
and Character were particularly foretold, and mark- 
ed out by Mofes and all the later Prophets as the 
MeJJiahy or that great Prophet who was to come : 
and that be came accordingly f , as it had been fore- 
told to them, not to dejlroy the Law and the Pro* 
phets, but to fulfill them. a This he illuftrates from 
bis general Exhortation to the Jews to fearch the 
Scriptures for the Proofs of bis Chara&er and Mif- 
fion, for they are they which tejlify of Me, Jays our 
Saviour. From bis offer ting that a Belief in Mo- 
fes ought to produce a Belief in him. Had ye be- 
lieved Mofes ye would have believed Me y for He 
wrote of Me. From his Reproof to bis Difciples in 
the Way to Emmaus, Luke 24. 2 5 && From thofe 
particular Prophecies alledged by him as prefigura- 
tive of his Character and Miffion. h Which Injlan- 
ces oftheXJfe of Prophecy > as it was applied by Je- 
Jus bimfelf fufficiently fhew, he thinks, that the 
ancient Prophecies were confidered by bimfingly and 
independently, as Jo many diftintt Arguments for 
the Truth qfhis MiJJion. This Argument he enr 
4eavours farther to ftrengthen by an Account of 
the PraSlice of the Apo/lles, who refer Us, he fays, 
for thi Evidences of our Faith to> Mofes *and the 
Prophets, Saint Matthew was Jo diligent in coir 
k Sling the prophetic Te/h [monies ofChaJl, and ap- 
plying them fiver ally on all Occasions as fo many 
wftinft Proofs of the MiJJion ofjefus, that there is 
farce a single Occurrence which ever 

» Page 9, b Sec P^g. 1 2, 13, 14, 15, 16. 
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Happened to Christ, but what be declares to 
have been before told by fome Prophet, and ful- 
filled by a Correspondent Event. And 
all the other EvangeUfts 7 he tells Us, purfue the 
fame Method. 

After having weighed all that is here 
drawn out from the Scriptures, to inftrudt Us 
in the Method the Aponles, and our Saviour 
himfelf made Ufe of, in applying the Prophecies 
of the Old Teftament, I muft confefs I do not 
difcover the leaft Appearance of any Thing in it 
inconfiftent with his Lordfliip's Scheme. Nay k 
feems to Me to agree entirely with it, and to be 
in all Refpe&s fuch an Account as~the Biihop 
himfelf might be fuppofed to have gathered from 
the New Teftament, had he been called upon to 
(hew that his Notion of a Syftem of Prophecy 
was reconcileable to the Senfe of our Saviour and 
his Evangelifts. For fuppofing them all to have 
been adtually of Opinion, with the Bifliop, that 
there was a Chain of Prophecies reaching from 
very diftant Ages down to a few Centuries be- 
fore his Cdming, is there any Thing in all their 
Conduct or Difcourfe, as Dodtor Middleton re- 
prefents it, that betrays a Contradiction of Sen- 
timents ? Could not* our Saviour, without de- 
parting from this Opinion, have exhorted the 
Jews to (earch the Scriptures for the Proofs of 
his Chara&er and Miffion ? or rather, would he 
have ufed any other Exhortation, if he had in- 
tended to eftabliih amongft them this very Opi- 
nion ? Could he not prcferve the fame Confiften- 



cy, and yet reproach the Jews with a Want of 
Belief in Mo/es> becaufe they believed not in him ? 
or his Difciples with Want of Faith for doubt- 
ing his Refurre&ion, when h& made it apparent 
to them from the Scriptures, that He ought- to 
have fuffered and ta enter into his Glory ? And 
muft he, fuppofing a Chain of Prophecies to run 
through the Books of the Qld Teftament, have 
forgot himfelf when he afierted that he came 
not to deftroy the Law and the Prophets, but ito 
fulfill them ? It may be feid, that it is not fo 
much the general Declarations of an Agreement 
J)ptween our Saviours Chara&er and the propheti- 
cal Account of it <; that makes the BUhop's Devia- 
tion from the Opinion o£ our Saviour and his Apb- 
iftles evident, as the; Application of particular Pro?- 
phecies to the Particulars of our Saviour's Life. 
And does this make it out ? When any one a£- 
ferts that the Propheeies relating to the Meffiah 
4ie in a beautiful and connected Order, do We 
underftand him as. denying that thofe Prophecies 
feparately confidered bear any Refemblance to 
the Particulars of his Life ? nay on the contrary, 
does not the very Attempt to point out the Ad- 
.vantagefr-of their lying in fuck an Order, prefup- 
pofe the Agreement between the feveral Prophe- 
cies and the correfpondine Circumfemces in his 
.Life ? It would be abfurd to argpe upon any o- 
ther Suppofition : to pretend to rank thofe Ex- 
preffions in a Chain of Prophecies, which it did 
not appear, had any Manner of Claim to the Ti- 
tle of Prophecies. If therefore- his Londihip any- 
where 
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where denies that feparatc Prophecies bear any 
Refipmblance to the Particulars of our Saviour's 
Life or Character ; or in other Words, if he af- 
firms, that by being diftin&ly confidered they 
ceafe to be Prophecies, it is not in Confequence 
of his general Scheme that he does this ; For 
that obliges him to no fuch Declaration : neither 
in Fad could he make any fuch without contra- 
dicting a main Part of his general Scheme. If 
you can bring him to deny that there are any 
diftindt Characterises of our Saviour in the pro- 
phetical Writings, I will venture to affirm, that 
he will ever, after be filent about the beautiful 
and commodious Arrangement, in which fuch 
Chara&eriftics were delivered. It is abfurd to 
talk of forming a Chain, without firft being po& 
fcffed of the Links of which- it is to be compo- 
fed. Nothing but an accurate Infpeftion into 
the particular Prophecies, could lead any one to 
dafcern that Uniformity of Defign which runs 
through the Whole. In the Study of the Pro- 
phecies the fame Method muft be purfued, that 
has long been approved in treating all other 
Branches of Knowledge. That is, to begin by 
eftablifhing the Particulars. It is from mature 
Obfervation in thefe alone, that We can ever 
hope to.afcend to the more general Laws. But 
thcfe once acquired, We can defcend by the 
fame Steps, and return with double Advantage 
to review the particular Cafes, when we fee the 
Dependence they have on their more genera} 
Caufes. It is then only, when we are able to 

take 
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take the whole Syftem into our View, that w& 
can fee the Advantage of the Order they are pl&~ 
ced in, and at once difcern and account for the 
Propriety of afligning this particular Part to that 
particular Plaoe. Should We be fhewn a Set of 
Pictures, and be taught, without any Regard to 
the Order they are placed in, the particular Sto- 
ry contained in each, We might, no doubt, be 
very well entertained while we turned from one 
to another juft as Chance fhould lead Us. But 
fhould We then be told that they all reprefented 
the different Adtions of the fame Peifon, and 
were placed in an hiftorical Order, this would 
open to Us a Set of frefh Beauties that We were 
not before attentive to; We fliould then fee,- 
that, as they ftood, each following one received: 
Light from thofe that went before, and that to 
confider them in any other Order would difturb 
and ruin the whole Defign. Yet this new Light 
does not deftroy the feparate Reprefentations. 
They are as ftrong as they were before, and 
more pleafing when their Relation to the reft is 
taken in, than when they were conceived to be 
fingle and independent Pieces. With Regard to 
the Prophecies of the Meffiah, when We confi- 
der them feparately, We eafily difcover in then* 
ftrong and clear Images of our Saviour. Does 
He, who fees them in a connected State deftroy 
thefe Images ? Or if he fhould pretend that his 
View of them gives new Force and Beauty to 
each, which are not to be perceived by him whd 
confiders them barely in a broken disjointed State, 

is 
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is fuch a Pretence to be conftrued, as a Defign 
to blot out the Likenefs that was before found 
to be in each particular Prophecy ? The candid 
muft think otherwife of fuch an Attempt. They 
will think the Defign calculated to improve, not 
to weaken, thefe particular Refemblances. 

There may and muft be, in a Character fo 
diftin&ly delineated in Prophecy as is that of our 
Saviour, feveral minuter Circumftances pointed 
at, which are not amongft the grand Chara&e- 
riftics, and infeparable Privileges of the Mefliah, 
and which do not therefore belong to him alone. 
Thefe confidered diftin&ly and feparately lofe 
much of their ForQe. A Prophecy fays that the 
Mefliah was to be a Defcendant of Judab. This 
happened to our Saviour, but it did not happen 
to nim only. Therefore this Prophecy indepen- 
dently confidered, is of too kx>fe a Nature to be 
of any Afliftance to Us in diftinguifhing the 
Mefliah when he fhould come. 'Tis true it ex- 
cludes many from that Title, but it alfo admits 
many to it ; and if we fhould liften to its fingle 
Voice, we fhould have a whole Tribe of Mef- 
iiahs. But confider this as foretold of the fame 
Perfon, who was to be born of a Virgin, who 
was to do all Kinds of Miracles, who was to be 
put to Death, and to be raifed from the dead, 
and in whom feveral other fpecial Circumftan- 
ces were to meet, it then becomes a forcible E- 
vidence, and greatly contributes to fix the Cha- 
racter of the Mefliah on the proper Perfon ; it 
receives Strength from the Reft of the Prophe- 
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cies, and adds Strength to them. .There could 
fcarce be one fingle Circumftance in our Sa- 
viour's Perfon or Adtions fixed upon, which 
though foretold in the cleareft and moft exprefs 
Terms, could have been ftrong enough to give 
him, in the Opinion of Men, an unexceptionable 
Right to the Title of the Meffiah. Try this up- 
on his Power of working Miracles : That many 
of the Prophets enjoyed in fome Degree, and 
many of his Difciples gave aftonifhing Proofs of. 
He was a Man of Sorrows and acquainted with 
Grief, underwent great Sufferings though inno- 
cent : Will this point him out to Us to be in- 
conteftably the Man ? All Hiftory can witnefs 
that He is not the only innocent Sufferer. Nay 
try the Experiment upon thofe Marks which 
were moft peculiarly his own, his Miraculous 
Conception, or his glorious Refurredion. If We 
could only have traced the Meffiah, by any One 
of thefe fingle Points of him, in the prophetical 
Writings, what Objedions would not have been 
raifed againft our Lord's Right to this glorious 
Title ! How would the Infidel have triumphed 
over the Secrecy of his Conception ! And what 
Acceffion of Strength would have followed thofe 
weak and malicious Exceptions to the Truth of 
his Rcfurredtion ! If then the moft eminent 
Marks common to our Saviour with the Mef- 
fiah of the Prophets* be too weak, when they 
ftand alone, to eftablifh him beyond Contradic- 
tion the fame, and if they lofe their Force by 
being feparately applied, every other under-Cir- 
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*:umftance muft proportionably lofe more of ite 
Force, as its natural Power to withftand the Vio- 
lence offered it is lefs. 

Descriptive Definitions are always to be 
viewed intire. If you difunite the Parts of them 
and yet make ufe of every Circumftance thus in- 
dependent, they will by no Means enable You 
to find out the Individual they were intended for, 

• though they would readily do it when colledted. 
If we had a Portrait given Us to find out by it 
the Perfon it was intended to reprefent, we fhould 
compare it intire with the Perfons that offered 
themfelves to our Notice 3 and when We found 
one whofe Face and Proportions it exadtly re- 
sembled, we fhould conclude him to be the 
Man we were in Search of. But if, inflead of 
this Method, we fhould cut the Piece into as 
many Parts as there were Limbs or Features, 
and then look upon every fmall Section as a 
compleat Tefl of the Original, into what endlefs 
Miftakes fhould We be led ! And yet in one 
Cafe the Refemblance between the feveral dif- 
tindfc Parts is the fame as in the other, but We 
fee the Advantage of laying them all together, 
For the Correfponding of this one Part is a Proof 
that all the reft are not mifapplied. 

How then did our Saviour and his Apoftles 
proceed, in applying to his Perfon the Charaflers 
of it, that were exhibited in the prophetical Wri- 
tings ? It cannot be fhewn that our Saviour has 
ever recommended the Ufe of any one particular 

'Prophecy, exclufive of others, to the Attention 
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of thofe whom he was defirous of leading to a 
Faith in him. And till this be fhewn, I fee 
not how it can be laid down as his Senfe of Pro- 
phecy, that any one particular Prophecy, much 
lefs that every particular Prophecy, is of itfelf a 
feparate and diftindt Proof of the general Truth 
of Chriftianity. He has indeed applied to him- 
felf particular Prophecies, and aflured Us that 
they received their Completion in fome Part of 
his Life or Sufferings. . But he has no where re- 
trained the Proof of his Meffiahfhip to any one 
of thefe, nor afcribed to them a feparate Power 
of proving him to be the Cbrift. His Condudt 
was all along the very Reverie of this. He did 
not think that the fulfilling of any one Prophe- 
cy, or any Set of them, was fufficient to evince 
the Truth of his Miflion. He thought that no- 
thing lefs than a full Completion of all the Pro- 
phecies was fufficient for this great Purpofe. He 
all along fhewed a ftrong Defire of bringing a- 
bout the Accomplifhment of ftill more and more 
Prophecies ; and when any human Endeavours 
were exerted that tended to prevent their further 
Accomplifhment, He exprefsly oppofed them. 
When his Difciples attempted to refcue. him 
from the Betrayer and the Company that attend- 
ed him, He ordered them to defuft, afliiring 
them that, if the Recovery of his Liberty had 
been agreeable to the Defign he was carrying 
©n, He wanted not the Means to efFedt it. * But 

* Matt. 2$, 54. 
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htm theriy he adds, Jhall the Scriptures be fulfill- 
ed y that, thus it mufi be ? 

And as He fulfilled all the Scriptures, fo he 
never recommended any feparate Part of them, 
but the whole Volume, as a proper Foundation 
of their Faith, to others. When he endeavour- 
ed to bring others to a Belief in him, he did not 
refer them to this or that Prophecy as a full E- 
vidence of his Truth, but bid them fearch the 
Scriptures without Limitation for the Proofs of 
his Charadter and Miffion, for they are they, 
fays He, which tejlify of Me. When He re- 
proved the Incredulity of the Two Difciples in 
the Way to Emmaus, he did not think it fuffi- 
cient, for the raifing and invigorating their Faith, 
to recapitulate fome of the moft eminent Pro- 
phecies concerning himielf, and to urge them as 
fo many different, independent Arguments for 
their believing, but, as one great, full, and pow- 
erful Argument, Beginning at Mofes and all the 
Prophets ', He expounded unto them in all the Scrip- 
tures the Things concerning himfelf 

Those whom He pitched upon to be his 
Witncfles to the World, were fuch as attended 
him through all the Scenes of his Miniftry. 
They were not fiirniflied with an imperfect 
Knowledge of it, nor admitted only to be con- 
fcious of one or two predicted Events, but were 
acquainted with his Preaching, his Miracles, his 
Perfecution, his Death, Burial, Refurreftion, and 
Afcenfion -, For they were to give Evidence, not 
of a partial, but of a general Correfpondency be- 
tween 
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tween his Life and the prophetical Plan of it 
And Te alfo Jhall bear Witnefs of Me y fays He, 
becaufe Ye have been with Me from the Beginning. 
John 15. 27. 

A c c o r d 1 n g l y the Evangelifts are not con- 
tented with reciting only fome of the moft me- 
morable Events in his Life, or with applying to 
it fome of the moft exprefs and important Pre- 
dictions, but they lay before Us the whole 
Scheme of his Life and Dodrine, and feem care- 
ful to inform Us of fome of the minuteft Inci- 
dents in them, and to apply fome of the more 
indirect Prophecies, which were more likely to 
*fcape the Notice of common Enquirers, St. 
Matthew efpe dally has been Jo diligent in colleSiing 
the prophetic Tejtimonies of Cbrift> that there is 
fcarce a Jingle Occurrence which ever happened to 
inm y but what bejhews to have been foretold by fome 
Prophet. So infufficient a Foundation of a Chrif- 
tian Faith did he think the fulfilling of any An- 
gle and feparate Prediction $ fo induftrious has 
he been to difplay to Us, in its full Force, the 
great Argument of the Whole Life of Jefus, cor- 
refponding to the Whole Pifture of it, drawn in 
.the prophetical Writings. The fame Defign is 
vifible in the Writings of the other Evangelifts. 
And will any one now" objedt that they forgot 
this Defign, when they fhewed a Refemblance 
between particular Prophecies and the particular 
A£ts of our Saviour ? Howelfe could the gene- 
ral Agreement be, made out, without {hewing 
thefe particular Likenefles? To attempt this 

would 
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would be like attempting to fhew the Refem- 
blance between a Face and a Pidure, and yet 
owning that the feveral Features were not .at all 
alike. To reconcile this Scheme to the Condudt 
of the Evangelifts, one would think a Reafon 
for their not applying more particular Prophecies 
would be expe&ed, rather than a Reafon for 
their applying fo many. For it might be faid, 
that, if they wanted to (hew Us this general 
Correfpondency, they fhould have colledted and 
applied the whole Body of the Prophecies. But 
neither was this requifite. For the prophetical 
Writings were ftill extant. When therefore they 
had drawn a compleat Account of the Tranfac- 
tions of Chrift, they might fafely leave it to Us, 
now poflefled of both the correfponding Parts, 
to make the Comparifon. We might read in 
the Prophets all that the Meffiah was to do and 
fuffer: We might read in the Evangelifts all 
that our Lord did and fuffered: and therefore 
were not unfurnifhed with every Thing, that 
could fatisfy Us in the Reality of the LUcenefs, 
which run through the whole. It might never- 
thelefs be judged expedient that They themfelvea 
fhould point out the Refemblance in fome Par- 
ticulars : either for the Benefit of thofe, who 
might want Leifure or Opportunity themfelves, 
to examine the Prophets, that fuch might not be 
wholly unfurnifhed with this great Argument 
for the Truth of their Profeflion ; or for the 
Sake of applying fome of the more obfcure Pro- 
phecies to tneir proper Events ; or however it 

was 
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was necefTary that they fhould lay in a Claim in 
Behalf of their Mailer, to his being that very 
Mefliah fpoken of by the Prophets. For other- 
wife it might poffibly have been overlooked by 
the inadvertent Readers, or difputed by the ma- 
licious, while they had this fpecious Plea to 
back their other Objections, " If they had been 
confcious of the Completion of the Prophecies 
in the Perfon of their Mafter, his Difciples 
could not have been guilty of fuch Injuftice to 
his Caufe as to negledt the Claim." This 
might have infufed Doubts even into the diligent 
and well difpofed Enquirer ; and therefore the 
Prophecies which (land recorded, and applied in 
the New Teftament by the Hands of the Evan- 
gelifts and Difciples of our Lord, at once awak- 
en the inattentive, filence the bold Obje&or, and 
adminifter Confidence to the honeft Heart. But 
fuppofing none of thefe Advantages had attended 
them, yet it is furely a very ftrange Objection, 
to fay that the general Refemblance can be hurt, 
by a Refemblance in feveral Particulars being al- 
ready made out, and to oppofe the Argument 
drawn from this general Refemblance, by (hew- 
ing that the Evangelifts have long ago made 
great Advances towards proving the Reality of 
it. Efpecially when we can add that they have 
in EfFedt fully proved it. For, as for as they 
have gone, they have (hewed die Refemblance 
to be perfect and undeniable, and having left us 
a lull and true Portrait of our Lord, have ap- 
pealed to the Scriptures for the Truth of die 
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Refemblance in thofe remaining Parts, which 
they did not think it necefTary, that they them- 
felves fhould draw into a Companion. And in 
Truth, to do Dr. M. Juftice, he fecms not in- 
fenfible of the Weaknefs of his Argument. For, 
after all the Pains he has taken to fupport it, he 
has fairly given it up. He fays : But whatever 
Eafe it may give to his Lordfbip in this particular 
Dijpute, toconjider Prophecy info extenjhe a View, 
yet, with Regard to the Service of CBriftianity, I 
cannot fee the leajl Difference or Advantage in this 
Scheme, except in the greater Length of his prophe- 
tic Chain, than of that, which the Evangelijls made 
XJfe of: For the Prophecies, as they are applied fn- 
gly in the Gofpels, are all ofthemfubfervient to one 
and the fame Purpofe of Providence, as well as in 
his Hypothefis, but the Evangelical Chain which be- 
gins with Mofes, reaches only through federal hun- 
dred Tears ; Whereas this, Chain, which begins with 
Adam, reaches through feveral Thoufand. a And is 
this Confeflion come at laft, and accompanied 
with this Reafon, that He now ceafes to oppofe 
his Lordfhip's Scheme, becaufe he does not fee 
that it carries in it any thing peculiarly fervice* 
able to the Caufe of Chriftianity ? Why then, 
we may afk him, was all this Profufion of La* 
bour to make it appear inconfiftent with the 
Gofpels ? What, are the Prophecies, as applied 
in the Gofpds themfelves, all of them fubfer- 
vient to one and the fame Purpofe of Provi- 
dence, as much as in his Lordfhip's Hypothecs, 

a Examination, Pag. 23* 
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$hd is the Gbfpel-Application of thefe Prophe- 
cies yet produced to fhew this very Part of hi$ 
Jxtfdfhip's Hypothefis to be ChinWrical, and 
coiitradidtory to the Notion of the Evangelifts ? 
The Man, who cquH endeavour to fufiaift ail 
Argument of this Kind, muft fureiy attribute e- 
very thing to the Power of his Pep. 

, Yet there is ftill one Part of the Scheme in 
Queftion, which He thinks might be of fupev- 
rior Service to Ghriftianity, I mean the Length 
of the Bifhop's prophetic Chain. For, with i&S 
gard to the Service of Chriftianify He wnmtj&i 
the leaft Difference or Advantage in this Scheme^ 
except in the greater Length of bis prophetic Chain* 
I will not fay that He refolves for that Reafcn to 
maintain its Repugnance to the Gofpel Scheme ; 
However he does . maintain it. And that Rear 
fon will juftify our Endeavours, to fhtfw that He 
has yet produced Nothing from the Scriptures, 
to make a Difference acknowledged* He fays 
that the Evangelical Chain begins wkh Mofes^ 
and is therefore not fo long as that for which his 
Lordfliip contends by upwards of 2000 Years; 
But laying afide this Metaphor at prefent, as un* 
concerned in the Point of Difputewe are now 
entriftg upon; what does he mean in plain Words 
when he fays the Evangelical Cham reaches ad 
higher than Mofes? I fuppofe, that there are fto 
Prophecies, cited or referred to in the New Tes- 
tament, which wefe delivered beffcre the Tim* 
ofMofes. What then } does it fellow, ekher that 
there were no Prophecies of the JMeffiah before 
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the Time. of Mofes, or that the Evangelifts did 
not know of any ? not unlefs fome Neceffity can 
be fhewn for. their having cited, or referred to 
all the Prophecies that they were acquainted 
with. The Proof of this has not yet been made 
out, and I am perfwaded will hardly be under- 
taken. Yet till it be made out, it muft be al- 
lowed that the Evangelifts might know and be- 
lieve in Prophecies delivered before the Time of 
AA/eSy though they have not cited them, and, 
this being admitted, that the Suppofition of a 
Scheme of Prophecies, taking their Rife much 
higher than the Time of Mofes, is no way con- 
trary to the Pcrfwafion or Opinion of the Evan- 
gelifts. I. have before given a Realbn why it 
was not incumbent on thofe who preached Chrift, 
or were intrufted with the gfeat Care of tranf- 
. mitting to Pofterity the Hiftory of his Life, to 
apply all the Prophecies relating to the Meffiah, 
that came within their Knowledge, to the feve- 
ral correfponding Paflages therein. Namely, be*- 
caufe we were ftill ponefled of the prophetical 
Writings, and therefore were Oiirfelves capable 
of making the Application. I fhall now further 
fuggeft a Reafon, why it might feem particular- 
ly not neceflary that they fhould exprefsly refer 
to the molt ancient Prophecies of the Meffiah, 
Now thefe Prophecies were only of more gene- 
yal Import, the Conditions of the Times not re- 
quiring that they fhould be more particular. 
They promifed at large that a Meffiah (hould 
come, a Deliverer from thofe great Evils under 
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which Humanity then laboured 5 but they did 
not deliver the Marks by which his Perfon was 
to be known, the Condition in which he was to 
appear, or the Manner in which he was tor effeft 
that Deliverance. No more was foretold to our 
Firft Parents, than that one fhould arife from 
the Seed of the Woman who fhould triumph 
over their grand Enemy, and greatly repair the 
Lofles their Race fuftained from their Trank 
greffion. To Abraham it waspromifed that the 
Deliverer fhould arife from his Seed. But this 
was all. Succeeding Prophecies were more par- 
ticular. They pointed out all the fevcral Cha- 
racters of thofe different Offices thc'Meffiah was 
to fuftain j They determined the exadt Time af 
his appearing in the World, the Place of his 
Birth, the Manner of his Life, the Nature, of his 
Dodtrine and Miracles, they painted the black 
Scene of his Sufferings and Death, the Circum- 
ftances of his Interment, the Glory of his King- 
dom, and, in a Word, they exhibited a View 
pf all the various Scenes he pafled through in his 
Abode on Earth, defcribing many of the minvr- 
teft Incidents that happened to him. The Na- 
ture then of the Prophecies delivered /.in the fe- 
deral Ages of the World being thus different, 
prefent$ Us with an obvious Reafon, why the , 

Jivangeliftjs in their occafional Citation of Pro- 
phecies fhould make Ufe of the later, and why 
they might forbear making any References at all 
to the moft ancient. When they had, by adapt- 
ing then* to the Particulars of his Life, (hewn 
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that the more circumftantial Prophecies belong- 
ed to him, it followed that the more general 
Prophecies could belong to no one elfe. When 
it had been {hewn that he cxadtly refembled the 
moil nice and finifhed Draughts of the Meffiah, 
what Occafion to add that he alfo refembled the 
more faint Outlines or Sketches ? They made k 
appear that every minute Circumftance, that was 
to meet in the Charadter of the Meffiah, con- 
curred in the Perfon of Jefus : could there there- 
fore remain any Doubt whether he were intend* 
cd under the more general Denomination of the 
promifed Seed ? Sure there could not. For it be- 
ing fhewn that the Explanation belonged to him, 
that of which it was an Explanation muft of 
Courfe alfo belong to him. This may ferve as 
a Reafon why the Evangelists^ did not exprefely 
cite the moft ancient of all Prophecies. It might 
have accounted for the Omiflion too, fuppofing 
it had been proved, that none of the ancient Pro- 
phecies were ever referred to in the Books of 
the New Teftament. For though they had both 
believed and acknowledged the Force of fuch 
Prophecies, it appears from this View that it 
was fuperfluous, at leaft that it was not requi- 
site, they fihould refer to them. But, I think. 
Dr. M. has by no Means proved, that there are 
no Prophecies referred to in the Gofpel, which 
were delivered before the Time of Mofes. He 
tells Us, that it is affirmed by the Teftimonies of all 
the EvangeHJlsy bvm Jejus bimfelj conftantly t l aught \ 
that bis Per/on ana Char after were particularly 
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foretold and marked out by Mofes and all the later 
Prophets, as the Mejjiah, or that great Prophet 
who was to come. In his Collections from the E~ 
vangelifts for proving this, he has always mark- 
ed thefe Expreffions, Mates and the Prophets, or 
the Law and the Prophets, in different Charac- 
ters. I fuppofe therefore, by his thus diftin- 
guifhing them, he intends that thefe Expreffions 
Should convey an Argument, (for otherwife I 
Aid not the kaft Shadow of an Argument for 
this Purpofe) and would infinuate that when 
the Writers of the New Teftament refer to Pro- 
phecies as recorded in Mofes, or the Law, and 
the Prophets, they can only be underftood to 
mean fuch Prophecies as are not of an earlier 
Date than the Time of Mofes. The Enquiry 
then muft be into the Senfe of thefe Expreffions, 
as they were ufed by the Jews and Writers of 
the New Teftament. By Mofes, when they fpoke 
of him as a Writer, they underftood not the 
Perfon dr pef fonal Speeches, but the Writings of 
Mtifes. And not only that Part of his Writings 
whereof Himfelf and his own Ax3s are the Sub- 
ject, but the whole Volume of his Writings. 
The Law, in their Ufage fignified the fame 
Thing, as appears from the welWtnown Divi- 
fion of the Jewifh Canon into the Law, the Pro- 
phets, and the Hagiographa. Therefore Mofes 
and the Prophets, or, the Law and the Prophets, 
were general Names for the whole Canon of 
Scripture, tfbe Five Books of the Law were di~ 
vided into 54 Seftions. This Divifon many of the 
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Jews held to be otoe of the Qwjlitutions ofMoGfr 
from Mount Sinai. But others^ with more Likeli- 
hood of "Truth, attribute it to Ezfa It was made 
for the Uft <f their Synagogues, arid the better in* 
Jiru&ing of the Peopk there in the Law of God. 
For every Sabbath-Day, one of thefe Sections. was 
read in their Synagogues. Jnd.this we are a/fured* 
in the ABs of the Jiptflles, was done amn$ji them 
of odd Time. Chapti 5.21. which 'may well be inter* 
preted^ from the Time of Est*. They ended the Jaft. 
Se&kn with thi iqfi Words ^Deuteronomy on the 
Sabbath of thk Peafi of Tabernacles^ and then be* 
gan anew with they firfiiSe8ion from the Beginning, 
of Genefis the next Sabbath after* and Jo went 
round in this Circle every Year* — ~- Till the Time 
of the. P&ftcution of Aattachus Epiphancs they 
read only the Law :. Bat tbht, being forbid to read 
it any more, in the Room -of the 54 Sedtions of the 
Law they Jubfiituted 54 Sections awt rxf the Pro* 
pbets, the Reading of which they ever after conti- 
nued. So that when the Reading of the Law wad 
again rejtored by d^ Maccabees, the Se&ion which 
Was read every Sabbath out of the Law ferved for 
tbeir frft Leffm> and the SeBim out jf tie Pro- 
pbets for their fecund Lefibn ; and ft it was pra£ti-i 
fed in tbeTimeifthe jipqftles. And therefore when 
Paul entred into the Synagogue c/'Antiochia in Pi- 
fidia, it isfoid that he flood up to preach after the 
Reading of the Law and the Prophets, Ads 13.15* 
that is, after.tbe Reading of the frft Leftmost of 
tbeJLaWy and tke fectmdLeffm out of the Prophets** 

" ' a PriJ. Oon. Part i. Book 5. Rrge47«. vo Ed. 
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We fee then that all the Books of Mofes were 
read in the Synagogue-Service, and that this 
Reading is called, by St. James, the preaching of 
Mofes ; (For Mofes of out Time bath in every City 
them that preach him* being read in the Synagogues 
ewry Sabbath-Day, A£ts 15.21.) by SkLtfAf, the 
Reading of the Law. And therefore it is plain 
thefe Expreffions cannot bear that confined Mean- 
ing which Dr. M. for the Sake of his Argu- 
ment, would give them. Whence it follows, 
that when our Saviour or his Difciples appeal 
for the Truth of his Miffion to Mofes, or the 
Law, it is not only an Appeal to the Prophe- 
cies which Mofes in his own Perfon delivered* 
but to all thole alio that are contained in his 
Writings, though delivered originally by others, 
and in Times much elder than his own, and on- 
ly recorded by him. And indeed this Notion of 
die Expreffion is agreeable to the Cuftom of 
Language prevailing amongft Us at this Day. 
We ufe the Name of an Author for the Works 
of that Author, and refer to him for any thing 
contained in his Works, without any Hazard of 
being mifunderflood. If any one fhould fay that 
there was a Prediction of the Greatnefs of the 
Roman Empire under Auguflus Cafar, delivered 
even before the Foundation of the City, and 
fhould refer his Hearers for it to Virgil, I am 
perfwaded that He would be received with Con- 
tempt or Laughter as a low Quibbler on Words, 
or one ignorant of the moft common Forms of 
Speech, who fhould reply, that " it was impof- 
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*<fible Virgil ftiould be the Author of fuch a 
"Prophecy, for He lived not till the Days of 
" Augufhis" But if Dr. M. will not yet confent 
to give this Meaning to Mo/es, or, the Law, let 
him be reminded, for the further Eafe of his 
Scruples, that our Saviour himfelf ufes Mofes, 
and the Writings of Mofes, as fynonymous Terms : 
Far bad ye believed Mo/es, fays He, ye would have 
believed Me : For be wrote of Me. But if ye be- 
lieve not bis Writings, how will ye believe my 
Words f a ~ that He afib appealed for the Evidence 
of his Miffion to all the Writings of the old Tef- 
tament under the more general Name of Scrip- 
tures : Search the Scriptures, fays he to the Jews, 
for in them ye think that ye have eternal Life, and 
they are they which teJlifyofMe: b —that in a full 
Account we have of his perfwafive Difcourfe to 
draw his backward and difpirited Difciples to a 
Belief in him, he does not confine himfelf, in 
his Ufe of Prophecies, to any particular Part of 
the Scriptures, but ranges through the whole 
Compafs of them, and gives the Argument com- 
pleat and in its full Extent : He expounded un- 
to them in all the Scriptures the Things concern- 
ing himfelf: — that Zacharias, in his Prophe- 
cy on die Gircumcifion of his Son John, appeals 
to all the Prophets that have been Jmce the World 
began. c As does St. Peter alfo in his Difcourfe 
after having wrought the Miracle of healing the 
lame Man : But thofe Things which God before 
had fhewed 'by the Mouth of all his Prophets, that 

a John 5. 46, 47. b John 5. 39. c Luke 1. 7c. 
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Ckrijt Jhould fuffer, be hath Jo fulfilled. * And, 
which God bath fpoken by the Mouth of all bis holy 
Prophets, fince the World began. b If therefore 
there were any Prophecies before the Time of 
Mofes, it cannot be laid that there is no Appeal 
to them in the Writings of the New Teftament. 
And there are fome Prophecies of that Antiqui- 
ty whofe Truth has not yet been difputed : Viz. 
The Promife of God to Abraham, which is thrice 
repeated : c And the Prophecy of Jacob determi- 
ning the Period in which the Meffiah was to ap- 
pear & &c. Nay, to take away all Poffibility of 
Sufpicion that the Writers of the New. Tefta- 
ment owned no Prophecies elder than the Times 
of Mofes, this very Prophecy to Abraham is ex- 
prefsly cited and applied by them. Thus Za- 
cbarias, in the Prophecy above-mentioned, calls 
God's Promife to fend the Meffiah, the Mercy 
promifed to our Fathers, and the Oath which 
he fware to our Father Abraham. And Saint 
Peter, in the Conclufion of that Difcourie before 
referred to, quotes and explains the fame Pro- 
phecy. Te are the Children of the Prophets, fays 
He, and of the Covenant which God made with our 
Fathers, faying unto Abraham, and in thy Seed 
Jhall all the Kindreds of the Earth be bleffed. Un- 
to you firft, God, having raifed up his Son y*jiu> 
fent him to blefs you, in turning away every me of 
you from, his Iniquities. *. 

a Afts 3, 18. b Verf. 21, c Gen. 12. 3. 18. 18. 22, 18- 
d Gen. 49. 10. e A&s 3. 25, 16. 
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. It appears then to be a very falfe Account of 
Ae Extent of thofe Prophecies which were -re r 
ferred to, or applied by our Saviour and his A- 
paftles, that makes them reach no higher than 
the Times of Mofes. And therefore Dr. M. has 
not ihcvrn that there is fo great a Difference, be- 
tween die Length of the Evangelical Chain and 
that laid down by his Ijordfhip, as he has af- 
ferted there is ; nor, indeed, that there is any 
Difference at all. For his whole Strefs being 
laid upon an imaginary Limitation, which has 
been ihewn to have no Place in Scripture, that 
being removed, his whole Obje&ion vanifhes, 
and there is Nothing to hinder their being e- 
qualiy extended. Of Con&quence, this being, by 
his own Confeffion, the only Difference between 
-them which there was any Grounds from Scrip- 
ture to infift upon, when this Difference is taken 
away, it mufi be allowed, that, notwithstanding 
any thing yet alledged to the contrary, the No- 
tion of a Scheme of Prophecy beginning from 
<the Time of jjdam, and die Manner of arguing 
-from one intire View of die whole Body of the 
Prophecies, may be efteemed agreeable to the 
Opinion and Practice of our Saviour and his Dif- 
ciples, as they appear to Us in the Writings of 
die New Teftament* 

But We have not yet done with thus formi- 
dable Ohjed&r. His laft Appeal was to Scripture 
againft Reafon, He now appeals to Reafon a- 
gainft Scripture, He is lefotvcd it feems that the 
prophetical Chain {hall be ihorter at leaft by one 
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Link than the Bifliop would have it. The Pro- 
phecy he attacks is that very remarkable one de- 
livered to our Firft Parents at the Fall, to be the 
Foundation of a religious Hope to them and ma- 
ny of their Defcendants. He is fenfiblc that by 
overthrowing the Credit of this Prophecy, one 
great Defign of Prophecy for which the Bifhop 
is a ftrenuous Advocate, muft fall to the Ground 
with it. For had Prophecy been intended to 
fupport the Faith and Religion of the old World, 
the Delivery of it at no other Time could have 
anfwered that End fo well, as at that Period 
when fuch a Support firft became neeeflary. As 
long as it was deferred, wretched Man, destitute 
of all Hope towards God, muft, during that fad 
Interval, have been without any Religion at all. 
And therefore, this propereft Occafion of deli- 
vering it for that Purpofc being negle&ed, the 
Conclufion would be,. that Providence, in afford- 
ing this Light of Prophecy to Mankind, had no 
fuch View. % . . 

Big with the Hopes of fuch a Conclufion, 
He refolves to ftrike at once at the Root of Pro- 
phecy, and to ihew the Hiftory, out of which 
it grows, to be a mere Fable, a Dream or In- 
vention of Mofes, without Foundation or even 
Poflibility in Fa<5t We fhall give his Reafons 
for this bold Opinion a brief Consideration. He 
endeavours the. Proof of it then by fhewing what 
great Difficulties attend the Hiftorical Senfe. 
After .We have done with thefe, We fhall then 
confider that Opinion which he thinks moft 
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cbnfiftent with Reafon, and the Defign of the 
Author; 

The Difficulties-attending the Hiftoricai Senfe 
which he produces may be reduced to thefe Two 
Heads, Inconfiftences in the Characters of the 
A&ors, and Incredibilities in the Fads. Of the 
firft Kind there is, only one, but that a very com- 
preherifive, Inftance. For it contains under it 
feveral particular Objections. It is this, That 
Man is reprefented in this Account as devoid of 
Reafon. He proves it both from their Igno- 
rance, and their Knowledge. From their Igno- 
rance, of, what he calls, the primary End of 
their Creation, to propagate their Species. For 
from this Hiftoricai Narration wefnd y fays He, 
that during their State of Innocence they were ut- 
terly ignorant of this End. * Let it be obferved 
upon what his natural Law has taught him to 
be the primary End of Man's Creation, that it 
makes him principally created neither for his 
own Happinefs nor the Happinefs of others, but 
merely as an Inftrument of giving Exiftence to 
another Inftrument, which was again defigned 
to give Exiftence to a third, and that to a fourth, 
and fo on in Infinitum^ without a Poffibility of 
ever coming at any thing that was made for it- 
felf. And when^^jcer We ftiould fuppofe a Pe- 
riod to be put to the human Race by God, He 
muft be the Author of defeating his own De- 
signs, by preventing his Works from anfwering 
that very End for which Jbe created them : Since 

a Page 104. 
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it is plain that he takes from the laft Set of Men 
all Opportunity of being the Inftrumente he in- 
tended them for. Tlie fame Charge of vain and 
fruitlefs Creation will by this Scheme be thrown 
upon God for taking out of the World fo many 
in an Infant or unripe State ; and the Imputation 
of oppofing the Purpofe of their Creator, on all 
thofe who have preferred tbemfelves through 
Life in an unfpotted Purity. The Negied: of 
this then in our Firft Parents, might not have 
been fo heinous an Inftance of their Inattention 
to the Voice of Rcafon, as he would have k 
thought, nor fo unpardonable a Deviation from 
the Path of Nature. And therefore if it (hould 
be faid that, for fame Time after their Creation, 
their Thoughts were wholly employed on the 
beft Means of fecuring their own Happinefs, 
without once being turned on the Increafe of 
their Species, it may perhaps be judged but a 
weak Argument of the utter Extinction, or ra- 
ther Abfence of all natural Law in their Minds. 
But how does he know that they were fo utter- 
ly ignorant of this End ? becaufe Mops has not 
faid that they endeavoured to obtain k ? why 
might not fuch Endeavours be fufpended? or 
why might not Mafies forbear to intimate their 
Senfe of this End as foreign to his Purpofe ? I 
am apt to think that they, who objed: this, are 
only forry that Mofes has not mentioned their 
Senfe of it, becaufe they are deprived of a fairer 
Opportunity of ridiculing him. As a further In- 
fiance of their Want of Reafon he tells Us, that 
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they did not kmw their own Nakednefs till they 
were expelled out of Paradije. There is certainly 
a ftrange Oppofition to the Senfe of Mankind in 
this Author, that he is for having every thing 
figurative which others underftand literally, and 
is refolved to flack clofe to the Letter there only 
where others agree to depart from it. However 
if the Expreifion, he founds this Obje&ian up- 
on, is to be underftood literally, k proves not 
their Want of Reafbn, but of Sight. To fpeak 
freely then : is not the Objedtor fomewhat un- 
happy in the Two Inftances of Rationality he 
has pitched upon ? Suppofing Mojes had fore- 
ieen the Objection, and, in Order to obviate it, 
had exprefled himfelf as this Doctor would di- 
rcSt him. "And that you may be convinced 
cc this Pair were endued with Reafon in Paradije, 
" they gave Proofs both of a natural Defire to 
propagate their Species, and of their Faculty 
of feeing/' Would this Proof have filenced 
die Objeftor ? or would he not rather have been 
the firft to cry out, " I could by the very fame 
** Means prove every Individual in the Brute Crea- 
" tion a Reafonable Creature." 

His Plroofs of their Want of Reafon from 
their Knowledge follow next. The natural Lam 
could not teach them> he fays, that the Fruit of a 
Tree would injfrire Knowledge 5 or that the Know- 
ledge of Good and III could be criminal or hurtfuh 
I fuppofe hi6 Argument is this ; thefe were In- 
ftances of Knowledge above the Reach of Rea- 
fbn, and therefore they, who had this Know- 
ledge, 
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ledge, wanted Reafon. Wc ihall not ftand to 
difpute it with him, for neither of thefe are fuch 
Inftances. They did not know that the Fruit of 
a Tree would infpire Knowledge. Eve indeed 
was fo weak as to believe this on the Credit of 
the Tempter : but, if to be impofed on by the 
Devil working in Concert with our Lufts fhews 
a Want of Reafon, fure none of Us will have 
the Hardinefs to claim it. And, unhappily for 
the Objedtor as to the next Inftance, they were 
fo far from knowing that the Knowledge of Good 
and 111 would be criminal or hurtful, that before 
the Experiment of Eating, they believed the di- 
rect contrary. Nothing was painted in the Ima- 
gination of Eve but Scenes of Happinefs. For 
fure they 'would never have fallen, had they 
known that Crime and Hurt was all they fliould 
get by it. But this Piece of Knowledge was re- 
fcrved for their Hours of Reflection and Penitence* 
And even then they would not impute their 
Crime or Punifhment to any Enlargement of 
Knowledge, in the vain Expectation of which 
they were grievoufly difappointed, but to their 
Tranfgreffion of the divine Command. He adds, * 
nor was it the Light of Reafon which directed them 
to hide themfehes from the Sight of God among the 
Trees. I agree with him. It was the Darknefs 
of their Reafon. Guilt had introduced Diforder 
and Confufion into their Minds, and they weak- 
ly ftrove, to hide themfelves from the Sight of 
tftat God whom they were afraid to behold. Sin 
in many yet feeks the Shade. And if fome of 
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the bolder Sinners of our Age have got over this 
Weaknefs, and dare oppofe God in open Day- 
Light, it proves not their fuperior Reafon but 
their more hardened Impiety. He goes on to 
obferve that the fame Law, which inftrufted A- 
dam to give Names to the Beajis proper to their 
fever al Natures, would have taught him at the 
fame Time, that they were all dumb, and that the 
Ufe of Speech was the peculiar Privilege of Man. 
And therefore if Eve had had any natural Reafon, 
She muft have oeen fhocked and furprized when one 
of the hwejl of thofe Beajis began to hold Difcourfe 
with her. As for Adam's Part, after this Proof 
of his great Sagacity, in adapting the Names of 
the Creatures to their proper Natures, which he 
himfelf has produced, who will believe him 
when he fays that Mofes has reprefented him as 
devoid of Reafon ? And for Eve, how does he 
know that She was not aftonilhed at the Dif- 
courfe of the Serpent ? In fo fhort an Account 
as Mofes gives of this Tranfadtion, an obvious 
Reafon may be given for his making no Men- 
tion of it. For he would choofe to omit thofe 
Circumftances of all others, to the Knowledge of 
which his Readers muft naturally be led by the 
reft that he defcribed. This is the Manner of 
the moft admired Writers. And fure, if we fup- 
pofe that Eve knew the Serpent to be naturally 
dumb, the Hiftorian muft have written for Rea- 
ders of a very dull Apprehenfion, if, after tell- 
ing them that the Serpent fpoke articulately and 
rationally to Eve, he had thought it neceflary to 
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add, that Eve was furprized. But we do not 
know in Fadt that Eve was well acquainted with 
the Nature of all the Beafts. At leaft the Ac- 
count, he has produced for that Purpofe, is far 
from fliewing it. For that great Review of the 
Brute World was held before She was created, * 
And therefore if there be any inconfiftent Oppo- 
fition in thefe Two Paflages it depends on this 
Foundation, that a Knowledge of the Natures of 
all the Beafts was infufed into Eve before She exift- 
ed. He tells us laftly on this Head, that when 
the wonderful Works of the Creator had convinced 
ourftr/l Parents of his infinite Power and Wifdom 
and Goodnefs, the natural Law could not inform 
them. That there was another invifthle Being in the 
Worlds of an oppofite Nature, absolutely wicked, 
malicious, and endued likewife with great Power ; 
which be was perpetually employing, to defeat att 
the Good and Happinefs, which God had provided 
for his Creatures : If the Account of Mofes does 
lead us to believe that our Firft Parents were 
acquainted with thefe two great Points, there 
needs no more than this to overthrow all that he 
has advanced, or can advance on this Subject. 
For almoft the whole of his Objections againft 
the common Acceptation of this Account are in- 
tended to {hew, that there is not the leaft Ground 
in the whole Story for our believing that they 
had any Notion of either of them. Can He fay, 
that in the whole of this Hiftorical Narration (as 
the Sharpnefs of his Wit prompts him often to 

a See Gen. 2. 19 &c. 
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call it) we cannot difcover the leafl Trace of any 
natural Law, nor of any Religion which Reafon 
could teach f and can He in the very next Page 
add, as what the Narration alfo leads him to, 
that the wonderful Works of the Creator convinced 
our Firjl Parents of his infinite Power and Wif- 
dom and Goodnefs ? What can fhew more fully 
our Strength of Reafon, or what indeed was our 
Reafon chiefly given us for but to lead to this 
very Truth ? Can he again fay, that there is 
Reafon from the Hiftory to imagine, that they 
bad a Knowledge of another invifible Being oppofite 
to the divine Nature , abfolutely wicked and mali- 
cious? and can he afterwards aflert that tofuppofe 
the Devil concerned in the Temptation, is not only 
void of all Support from the Text, but contradiSlo- 
ry to the exprefs Senfe of it ? When he can Sup- 
port thefe oppofite Points, then I fhall readily 
agree with him that the whole Story is a Fic- 
tion, and a grofs Impofition on the Credulity of 
Mankind. If then he will grant that the Hifto- 
ry makes our Firft Parents poflefled of that De- 
gree of Knowledge he here objects to, he con- 
tradidts himfelf, and the Difpute is at an End* 
But if he be of Opinion that there is no Foun- 
dation in the Text hiftorically underftood for 
admitting this their Strength of Reafon, or this 
their Belief of an evil Spirit, how impertinently 
are they then introduced to make the Text, thus 
underftood, fpeak Inconfiftences with itfelf ? 

I will add a general Reflection on this his O- 
pinjon, which I defire the Reader to carry along 
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in his Mind. His Aflertion that the Text makes 
our Firft Parents devoid of all Reafon and natu- 
ral Law, and that all Things in the Paradifiacal 
State appear to have been ordered miraculoufly 
and fupernaturally by the immediate Interpola- 
tion of God, a will make it hard for him to ac- 
count for its being a moral Fable. For by this 
Account, they could be no moral Agents, nei- 
ther therefore could they fin : or if it be infifted 
upon, that notwithftanding this they ftill might 
fin, then, fince they were intirely under the Di- 
re&ion of God and Revelation, their Sin will be 
chargeable on' God alone. And how fuch an 
Example, of Perfons either wholly incapable of 
finning, or finning only under divine Direction, 
could have any Tendency to promote Morality, 
I leave every one to judge. 

W e fhall pafs on to the next Clafs of Diffi- 
culties attending the hiftorical Senfe, viz. Incre- 
dibilities in the Fadts. 

But it is Time to obferve, that this Author 
has very unfkilfully endeavoured to draw in, as a 
Part of the Queftion whether the Story be Hiftori- 
cal or Fabulous; that which is quite another dif- 
tind: Queftion, what is to, be underftood by the Ser- 
pent in the Prophecy fuppofing the Story Hiftorical. 
If it can be proved that the Story is Hiftorical, 
and that we are to believe the Tranfa&ions re- 
lated by Mofes really and truly to have happened 
in the Order in which he relates them, then is 
the Time to confider in what Light this will fet 
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the Prophecy, and with what View it could be 
given. When we have once fatisfied ourfelves 
that there were really fuch Perfons as Adam and 
Eve once happy in Paradife, and that an appa- 
rent and actual Serpent was inftrumental in re- 
ducing them from their Innocence and thereby 
from their Happinefs, then We may proceed to 
enquire whether Mofes points out to Us any o- 
ther concealed Agent behind the Serpent. For 
we muft be agreed upon this that the whole is 
a Relation of real Fads, before we can ever 
hope to determine, whether from a View of the 
whole as a Relation of real Fadls, the Serpent is 
to be efteemed the principal Tempter, or whe- 
ther he was only actuated by an invifible Being 
who judged him fit for his Purpofe. I fhall 
therefore, omitting the latter of thefe Enquiries 
as befides my prefent Argument, confine myfelf 
wholly to the firft. For it is faid that there is 
here a Prophecy. And it is undeniably true 
that, if Mofes defcribes Realities, there is a Pro- 
phecy. This for good Reafons has been long 
believed to v be a Prophecy of the Meffiah. Now 
when it is objefted to this that Mofes only re- 
lates a Fable, what Part of our Opinions are We 
thereby challenged to defend ? Surely that alone 
which is oppofite to the Pofition of our Adver- 
fary, that Mofes relates the Truth. If We pof- 
fefled a Town, and the Enemy had raifed a Bat- 
tery againft it, where would we employ our 
Care? Surely we fliould defend thofe Parts of 
our Fortifications that the Enemy attacked. For 
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though they aimed to difpoflefs Us of the Town, 
yet they attack our Works, knowing that if thefe 
can be beaten down, all within them is of Courfe 
their own, and we on the contrary defend them, 
knowing as well that while they are defended 
the Town is fecure. Thus that there is a Pro- 
phecy here, and that this Prophecy relates to the 
Mefliah, can only be maintained fo long as we 
can defend the Reality of this Hiftory. And if 
that be given up, it then falls, not as a Part of 
this Propofition, that the Hijlory is real, but as 
a Confequence of it. For thus the whole Ar- 
gument ftands. 

The Account which Mofes gives of the Fall 
is a true Hiftorical Account, 

Therefore thefe Words, it jhall bruife thy 
Head } a?td Thou Jkalt bruife his Heel, con- 
tain a real Prophecy. 

Then follows. 

This Prophecy cannot confiftently be wider- 
flood as conveying only the unferviceable 
Profped: of fome fortuitous Encounters be- 
tween the Race of Men and Serpents, 

Therefore it conveyed the general Know- 
ledge of a Redeemer, who was to repair 
the Lofs human Nature fuftained by the 
Fall, and to gain at laft a compleat Victo- 
ry over that very Enemy by whom our Pa- 
rents had then been overcome. 
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An Opponent may perhaps deny the Antece- 
dent in each Propofition, I think he cannot de- 
ny the Confequence in either. But now it is 
plain that % the Antecedent of the Second cannot 
be difputed upon, with any Reafon, till we are 
agreed about the Antecedent of the Firft. For 
'tis idle to wrangle about .what Senfe We (hall 
give the Prophecy, when we are not yet agreed 
whether or no it be a Prophecy. But that it is 
a Prophecy is you fee the Confequence of the firft 
Propofition, and muft therefore of Neceflity ftand 
or fall with it. Whence it i&that That alone muft 
be handled and decided e'er We proceed to the 
Second. If the firft be overthrown, the fecond 
falls with it, for it is founded on a Confequence 
from the firft. But if the firft be found true We 
are then at Liberty to proceed. Our Way lies 
over it, if it fails Us we can go no further. But 
if it bears, nothing hinders Us then to advance 
and try the Solidity of the fecond. 

I have been thus particular in explaining this 
Point, left it might be thought that a material 
Part in the Defence of the Argument was omit- 
ted, by pafling over without Notice the Objec- 
tions which this Author has thrown out oblique- 
ly againft the Senfe his Lordfhip with moft 
learned Men hath given this Prophecy. The 
prefent Queftion is, whether the Account of the 
Fall be an Hiftory or a Fable, Let us therefore 
attend to this alone. I know he difputes againft 
all in a Breath, but this is not for the Advan- 
tage of Truth. For it tends only to embarrafs 
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and render the Matter more intricate : It entan- 
gles us as we go along, and We wafte our 
Strength in ftruggling through the perplexed 
Path, without being able to make any propor- 
tionable Advances towards Truth. 

L e t us fee now what Incredibilities are char- 
ged upon the Fafts of this Narration. The In- 
ftances which are pronounced to be irreconcile- 
able to the Notion of a true Hiftory are fummed 
up in the following Manner. The Plantation of 
a Paradife for the Habitation of Man ; The Tree 
of Life , and the Tree of Knowledge of Good and 
Evil, in the Midft of it ; the Expulfion of him out 
of it after his Fall; Tie Cherubim and flaming 
Sword placed as a Guard to it ; God coming down 
to walk in it in the Cool of the Day ; Adam hiding 
himfelf among the Trees from the Sight of God ; 
The Difcourfe of the Serpent ; and the Curfe pro- 
nounced upon bimby God y and upon the Ground aU 
fo itfelf; mufi all be confidered as a mere Eaftern 
Fable. a Since the Examiner has not thought fit 
to give us any other Reafon for the Neceffity of 
confidering them in this Light, than barely fay- 
ing that they muft be thus .confidered, it might 
be fufficient to oppofe Afiertion to Aflertion, and 
fay that they muft be confidered as Fafts. How- 
ever, becaufe Dr. M s Authority would be judg- 
ed fuperior, we fhall take a fhort Review of the 
Circumftances here thrown together, and endea- 
vour to fhew, in a more fatisfaftory Manner, 
that this Neceffity is groundlefs. It cannot ap* 
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pear ftrange if in a Defcriptipn of the World, 
while itfelf and its InhabitantsNrere fo very dif- 
ferent from what they are at this Bay, we meet 
with fome Scenes of which the prefent State of 
Things can furnifh us with no Refemblances. 
And if, for this Reafon, and for the Shortnefs 
of the Account given of it, we cannot arrive at 
a foil Knowledge of the Nature of all Things in 
k, nor a clear Conception of the Manner in 
which fome Adions were performed, it cannot 
be juftly wondered at. But while we own fome 
Obfcurities in this Hiftory, it muft at the fame 
Time be confefled, that there is not a fingle 
Circumftance in it which is abfolutely incredi- 
ble, or which could not poflibly have been. 
And if there be a Poflibility of Things having 
appeared under that Form, and having happen- 
ed in the Manner in which they are reprefented, 
all the reft depends upon the Hiftorian. That 
Poflibility alone is fufficient to refcue it from be- 
ing condemned to the Clafs of Apologues or un- 
natural Fi&ions, and it is ^lfo fufficient to vindi- 
cate its Truth if it be attended with a fufficient 
Strength of Authority in the Relater, and if it 
feems more confiftent with his Defign to efteem 
it a true Hiftory. The Qaeftion of the natural 
Credibility or Incredibility of Things is decided, 
if it be acknowledged that they might exift: 
that fuch Things did exift muft depend, no 
longer on their Nature, but folely on the Evi- 
dence offered in Proof of their Exiftence. If 
then it appears that every Circumftance in the 
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Hiftory of the Creation and Fall might poffibly 
be true, all Objedion from the Nature of Things 
againft their being true is anfwered, and the Re- 
mainder of the Enquiry muft turn wholly on 
the Authority and Defign of Mofes. His Author 
rity has not here been called in Queftion, and 
what has been advanced with Regard to hig De- 
fign fhall fhortly be confidered. At prefent the 
Nature of the Things demands our Attention. 
The Circumftance he has placed firft, amongft 
thofe which he thinks determine this Account to 
be fabulous, is the Plantation of a Paradife for 
the Habitation of Man. We are not to transfer 
any unworthy Imagft to God's Manner of .form- 
ing this Garden froiji the Word Plantation here 
made ufe of. It fignifies no more than that fuch 
a Garden, was formed by God, without defining 
the Manner in which it was done. It is applied 
here, becaufe the common Manner of forming 
Gardens amongft Us is by Plantation. Surely 
then there can be no Difficulty or Incongruity in 
conceiving that a Place of fuperior Beauty and 
Delight was prepared for the firft Reception of 
Man. It will not he faid that God wanted Pow- 
er to do this. The Vegetable Creation was obe- 
dient to his Word, and he could aflemble the 
Parts of it in whatever Manner it fliould pleafe 
him for the Service of his Will, and the Ac- 
commodation of, his yet Favourite Creature, 
Man. The Exigence of a Tree of Life is as 
eafily conceived as that of a Paradife. For the 
Production of it alfo depended on the Power of 
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God. And We cannot fay that its Produ&ioh 
was improper, if we will grant God the Liber- 
ty of bellowing his Favours in what Manner he 
fhall think fit. In like Manner We cannot ob- 
ject to the Tree of Knowledge of Good and E^- 
vil, but by prefcribing to the Creator what Tell 
of Obedience he fhall require from his Creaturesl 
If we admit the Plantation of a Paradile for the 
Habitation of Man during his Innocency, We 
cannot find Fault with his Expullion out of it 
when he had render'd himfelf unworthy longer 
to enjoy the Pleafures and Benefits of it. And 
having expelled him out of it, God might pre- 
vent his Return to it by whatever Guard he 
fhould think proper to appoint. What Quarrel 
can any one have with their hearing the Voice of 
the Lord God walking in the Garden in the Cool 
of the Day, except it be againft the Exprelfion ? 
The Actions of God cannot be otherwife fpoken 
of than in Terms taken from human Actions. 
And therefore if his fenlible approaching be iig- 
nified by the fame Word which exprefles the 
Motion of a Man, it is becaufe human Language 
cannot fupply a better Expreflion. We have be- 
fore fpoken of Adam's Attempt to hide himfelf 
amongft the Trees from the Sight of God, as the 
natural Effeft of that Confiilion of Mind which 
Sin and the Terror of Punilhment had thrown 
him into. Had he been reprefented as effectual- 
ly eluding the all-piercing Eye of his Judge, the 
Obje&ion would have been ftrong ; but the vain 
Attempt to do this is no more than the fbolilh 
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Cowardice of Guilt ; which belongs to it, and 
which, even to fliort-fighted Man, often be- 
trays inftead of hiding it. A Serpeiit fpeaking, 
is what we would not give Credit to, no more 
than to any of the foregoing Circumftances, but 
upon the beft Authority. However it cannot be 
thought incredible by thofe who hold the Ex- 
igence of inferior Spirits good and bad, and 
who, believing the Scriptures, acknowledge that 
they havfc a limited Power not only over Beafts 
but even over Men. The Curfe upon the Ser- 
pent and upon the Ground, though we could 
aflign no Reafon for them, yet would not for- 
nifh any Charge againft the Juftice of God, fince 
they are both his Creatures to be difpofed of ac- 
cording to his Will, except we could fay, that, 
in punifhing them, he changed their State againft 
the Conditions of fome Grant he had made them 
of continuing in it. But there can be no Room 
for Cenfure, when we confider the latter as a 
Part of the Punifliment of Man, and the former 
as a Memorial of his Fall, and a lafting Mark 
of God's Hatred of Sin. In a Word, there is 
Nothing here that can appear incredible to any 
ob«, who believes that the World was created, 
and is governed, by a divine Providence, who 
admits the Agency of Spirits, and who does not 
hold Nature immediately to be reduced to an em- 
pty Name, by allowing that it is not only varia- 
ble, but has been often aBually varied at the Plea- 
Jure of its Author. a 
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Let us now fee what Opinion thefe angry 
Attacks, upon that which is commonly received, 
were intended to make Way for, and what Kind 
of Scheme was deiigned to be fet up, when the 
Hiftorical fhould be depofed. We are not at all 
concerned to take the leaft Notice of that Rea- 
foning which has been ereded on a chimerical 
Supposition fubftituting Sanchoniatho, inftead of 
MoJes y for the Author of this Hiftory. The E- 
nemies of the revealed Writings, when they 
find themfelves unable to injure them as they 
ftand impregnable in their native Strength, may 
find a Pleafure in fuppofing them weaker than 
they are, and may divert themfelves with thofe 
imaginary Triumphs which fuch a Suppofition 
gives them an Opportunity of afting over in 
Thought. But it is a Suppofition, which they 
can never ferioufly hope they will be allowed de- 
cifively to argue upon. For it alone in a gteat 
Meafure would determine the whole Queftion in 
their Favour. The Fadts related in this Account 
appear to be all poffible. The Belief of their 
Reality therefore depends not on their Nature 
(for Nature's Voice is that they may be real) 
but folely on the Authority and Intention of the 
Writer. If we fee Caufe to conclude that his 
Intention was to deliver this as a Hiftory of real 
Fadts, and if his Authority be ftrong enough to 
perfwade Us that He has faithfully executed his 
Intention, We muft then admit the Account to 
be a true Hiftory. But if his Authority is lef- 
fened, its main Support is withdrawn, and the 
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whole Scheme falls to the Ground, we muft 
conclude, either that he never defigned his Ac- 
count fhould be received for Truth, or, if he 
did, that he aimed to deceive Us. Dr. M. is 
fenfible of this, and fcts out with this fancied 
Advantage. Let us now take a Review of this 
Story, fays He, as if it had been told us by San- 
choniatho. And in this Way of confidering it, the 
firji Refledlion which would occur is, that it was 
not poffible for any Mortal, to give an hijlorical 
Narration of the Events therein reprefented\ or to 
defcribe the particular Manner, Order and Time, 
in which, or the Materials out of which, this World* 
and its principal Inhabitants, were formed. We 
Jhould conclude at once, that the Whole, which the 
wifejl of Men could write uponfuch a SubjeEl, muft 
be the mere EffeB of Fancy and Invention. a We 
fee how joyfully he haftens to his wifhed for 
Conclufion. But fhould we difturb his Dream, 
and bid him recollect that Mofes was the Author 
of the Hiftory, this his firft Refledtion, with all 
the Train that follows it, would vanifli with his 
Vifion. 

He endeavours to prepoflefs Us in Favour of 
this Suppofition by introducing it, as one that 
muft be acceptable to aU Lovers of Truth, and 
under a Notion of doing ftridt Juftice to the 
Writings of Mofes, by allowing them the fame can- 
did Interpretation which is commonly indulged to 0- 
ther ancient Writers. b What would one now 
expert from thefe Profeffions of Candour ? Would 
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hot one hope to find. fome. tender Regard for 
thofe Injuries with which Time equally affetts 
all Writers? fome favourable Allowances for 
thofe Obfcurities, and uncommon Modes of Ex- 
preffion, whkh Antiquity, and the Change of 
Language and Cuftoms, muft neceflarily intro- 
duce ? fure one would hardly fufpedt that this 
Pretence was made Ufe of to cover a Defign of 
giving Mofes a Wound, where Length of Time 
has always fhewn itfelf moft merciful, in his 
Authority. Yet He entirely neglects the Di&ion, 
and that equitable Conftru&ion of Language, for 
which alone the Plea of Antiquity can be urged, 
and goes on, after this fpecious Preface, to tra- 
duce the Credit of Mofes, and to bring his Hijto- 
ry of the Fall and the particular Condemnation of 
the Serpent down to the Level of fome Old Phoeni- 
cian Story. a Surely this is a Kind of Juftice en- 
tirely new. When Mofes is to be treated with 
Candour and Impartiality* then he is divefted of 
his divine Authority, and degraded to the Stan- 
dard of ordinary Writers. A Judge, who, un- 
der a Pretence of doing ftridt Juftice, fhould con- 
fider the Evidence of a Man of approved Inte«* 
grity as if it had come from one of fufpe&ed Ve- 
racity, would only imitate him, who, pretend- 
ing to lay afide all Prejudice and Partiality, fhould 
decide upon all Writings alike ; and fhould con- 
fider the Hiftory of an Author to whom divine 
Affiftances werevouchfafed, as if it had been the 
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We will not therefore own Ourfelves indebt- 
ed to the Candour or Generality of this Author, 
for granting that this Account comes from Mofes, 
and that Mofes was commijfhmed by God to write 
it.* Thefe ar6 Points which have long been 
proved, and which mull always be infilled up- 
on. For if thefe be given up, We lhall want 
that Authority in the Hiftorian which is able to 
fupport the Weight that is to be laid upon it. 
Since then the Fafts related in this Story are all 
in themfelves naturally credible, and fince the 
Authority of Mofes is of the higheft Kind and 
fufficient to induce a Belief of them when thus 
proved to be credible; in order to arrive at a clear 
Determination of the Queftion, whether this Ac- 
count of the Fall is to be efteemed a Fi&ion or 
% true Hiftory, the only remaining Enquiry will 
be, Which of the two Schemes is moll confillent 
with the Delign of the Writer, To this, from 
which we were diverted by the Alarm given to 
the Credit of Mofes, let us now return. That 
we may not mifreprefent Dr. Ms Opinion I will 
give it in his own Words. He fays, We cannot 
properly call it a Parable $ For thti a Parable be a 
mere Fi&ion, it is defined to be of fuch a Sort, as 
mufl always be probable, or what might poffibly be 
true I nor can it be an Hiftory, for though it be a 
plain Defer iption of FaBs, yet they are all appa- 
rently fictitious, and impojfible to be performed in 
the Manner, in which they are defctibed. What 
then are We to think of it f Why We may give it 
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either the general Name of an Allegory, by which 
a different Senfe is conveyed* than what is [fignified 
by Words : or we may call it rather an Apologue or 
moral Fable, the peculiar Character of which is, to 
relate Things and Events, impoMle in their Na- 
ture : which is evidently the Cafe of the Narrative 
in Quejtion.* Again: The Matter of the Story \ 
whether it be infpired or not, is abfolutely inconfi- 
Jlent with the Character of an hijlorical Narration^ 
and muft ever convince all, who confider it without 
Prejudice, that it is wholly fabulous or allegorical: 
and that Mofes'i Commijpon was accommodated on 
this Occajum, as it is allowed to have been on ma- 
ny others, to the prevailing Ta/le and CuHoms of the 
Nations around him j among whom the ufual Me- 
thod of inflruBing or inculcating Truths, efpecially 
thojt ofafubtime and theological Kind, was by Fa- 
bles and Allegories, which conveyed a fummary No- 
tion of the DoSlrine propofed to be taught, by a Way 
the mojljlriking and entertaining to the Generality 
qf Mankind. 

Thus the Plantation of a Paradife for the Ha- 
bitation of Man ; the Tree &c. — muft all be con- 
fdered as a mere Eafiern Fable, from which no 0-. 
ther Lejfon or DoSlrine can be iff erred, than what 
I have already* intimated ; that this World was 

a Page 114. b Viz. where he argues upon a Suppofition of 
its coming from an uninfpired Writer. He fays alfo : I will grant 
it to come from Mofcs, and that Mofes was commiffioned by God to 
write it : yet this makes no Difference in the Cafe, becaufe the Mat- 
ter of the Story , whether it be infpired or not, is abfolutely inconfi* 
fienUwith the Character of an hijlorical Narration. Hence it ap- 
pears that he adopts as his own Opinion, what he had faid of it 
under that View. And therefore we may hereafter make fome 
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created by God} and that Man was happy in it, 
as long as he continued innocent, but forfeited bis 
Happinefs and became wretched and miferable, as 
Jbon as be became a wilful and habitual Sinner : 
Shis, I Jay, is the whole, which we can rationally 
colk&from the Mofaic Account of the Fall. » We 
are all agreed therefore about this, that one great 
Defign of the Author was, to inculcate certain 
very momentous moral Dodrines, fuch as, that 
the World was created by God, and is governed 
by his Providence, that Man was happy during 
his Innocency, and was made unhappy by Sin* 
Thefe and many others this Hiftory, admitted 
to be true, .will teach as fully, and much more 
forcibly than when confidered as an Allegory* 
If we are perfwaded of its Truth, we can no 
longer doubt of any of thofc important Dodtrines, 
which are thus, by divine Commiflion, expreff- 
ly and clearly delivered to Us. But a Thoufand 
Doubts and Perplexities will crowd into our 
Minds as foon as we admit it to be allegorical. 
We fhall never know where to fix, or what to 
affent to, on fuch flippery Ground : We fhall be 
loft amidft a Variety of Interpretations, unable 
to determine whether we have yet penetrated to 
the Doctrines wrapped up under the Veil, or 
whether it may full conceal fomething far dif- 
ferent from whatever we have yet conceived. 

Obfervations upon it as it is profefled to be his private Senti- 
ments : though it did not appear deferving of Notice when con- 
fidered as fpringing from, and being cftablilhed upon, that abfurd 
Suppofiaon. a Pag* I3S & c » 
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Thefe are, as this Author obfcrves, the funda- 
mental Points of all Religion, and of necefiary 
Belief for the Reformation of a depraved World.* 
And therefore, to render them effe&ual, and to 
give them their proper Weight, they ought to 
have been delivered in the moft clear and undif- 
fembled Manner, free from all Ambiguities and 
Equivocations, in all the commanding Force of 
fimple and perfwafive Truth, fo as to leave the 
incredulous without Excufe, and the honeft and 
well-difpofed Mind without difcouraging Sufpi- 
cions and Diftrufts. An allegorical Shade muft 
certainly throw fome Degree of Obfcurity upon 
the Truths veiled under it. How near foever it 
may be made to approach to the Clearnefs ot 
naked Truth, and how eafy foever to the Ap- 
prehenfion, the naked Truth itfelf muft ftill bt 
more clear, and more eafy 5 becaufe its Clearnefs 
arifes only from its nearer Approach to Truth* 
If any Part of the Difguife remains, the Features 
of Truth cannot be fo readily," or fo furely known, 
as when the whole is removed. This muft be 
thought a confiderable Objection to the Allego- 
rical Scheme. For We cannot help wifhing that 
Allegory had had no Place in the Delivery of 
thofe Truths which, of all others, ought to bft 
made with the greateft Clearnefs. It will be 
hard to affign any Advantage attending it to 
counterbalance this Objection. To fay that it 
was made Ufe of in Conformity to the Jewifh 
Manner of Writing is but a weak Reafon for its 

a Page 1 yi. ' ' 

I 2 Intro- 



[ 68 ] 

Introdu&ion here. It might indeed have carried 
fome Appearance of Strength in it, if this Piece 
of Hiftory had been defigned for the Ufe of the 
Jews alone. But it was defigned for the Infor- 
mation of many People and Nations, where the 
Eaftern Manner of fpeaking was neither known 
nor underftood. The Doctrines it contains are 
the very fundamental Points of all Religion. 
Whofe Obligation was to outlaft the Genius of 
the Eaftern People, to be extended to all thofe 
to whom Providence fhould pleafe to open the 
Treafures of his Revelation. Our Saviour has 
not inculcated thefe Doctrines afrefh to Us, and 
therefore he intended, no doubt, that we (hould 
draw them from the Mofaic Spring. Since then 
the Jews made but a fmall Part of thofe, for 
whofe Benefit this Account was given, however 
clear thefe Dodtrines might have appeared to 
them in an allegorical Drefs, We can hardly fup- 
pofe that their Tafte alone would have been con- 
sulted, and infinitely the more numerous Part 
neglefted, fince the fimple Truth could not have 
been lefs clear to them, and muft have been 
much more clear to all others. 

The Jews had in the Body of their Law, 
and in the Courfe of their Tranfadtions a great 
Mixture of Types. But then there is not one of 
their moral Dodfarines, which were defigned to 
be of eternal Ufe and Obligation, like the Doc- 
trines here delivered, that is thus removed from 
the Light, They were intended for common 
Ufe, and therefore their Light is common to all. 

They 
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They are always exprefled in plain and fimple 
Terms, equally intelligible to all thofe, for whofe 
InftrudHon they were equally intended. 

If, in inculcating Dodtrines, the allegorical 
Schema is much inferior to the literal in Point 
of Clearnefs, it falls ftill much more beneath it 
in Point of Authority to inforce thofe Dodtrines. 
An Allegory may be contrived in an agreeable 
Manner to contain a Summary of Dodtrines al- 
ready known, but there can be very little Ten- 
dency in any Fable, efpecially if it be an Apo- 
logue, to create or inforce a Belief of Points un- 
X known or difjputed. When Things are related as 
they are,. We cannot difpute their Truth, with- 
out calling in Queftion the Veracity of the Au- 
thor. But we are taught to deny every Propofi- 
tion of an Apologue. And indeed the Author of 
an Apologue does not affirm any thing directly. 
The Dodtrines he inculcates are feeh only by a 
faint Kind of reflected Light. But if thofe Doc- 
trines are to be collected from Fadts equally ques- 
tionable, I fee not how an Apologue can be made 
at all to affirm the Exiftence of Fadts. For Ex- 
ample in the Hiftory before Us not only this 
Dodtrine is to be taught, that God is to be ivor- 
Jhipped as the Author of our Being and all we en- 
joy \ but alfo the Fadt frotn whence it is drawn, 
that God is the Author of our Being. Now if this 
Account is made an Apologue, all Authority in 
it for our believing that Man was created by 
God, is at once undermined. The Words in- 
deed* affian the Fadt But the Words do not 

contain 
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contain the true Mind of the Author. It is a 
Collection of Perfons and Adtions imaginary and 
impoffible, and We are by no Means to be- 
lieve any one Propofition as it there ftands j nay 
on the contrary we are bound to deny them. It 
is true the ancient Sages, in laying the Founda- 
tions of Religion, and accounting for the Origin 
of Things, fometimes fell into the Apologue. 
But this was hot the Effe<5t of Choice, but Ig- 
norance. They did not give their Accounts this 
Form becaufe they thought it the moft eligible, 
or the beft fitted for teaching unknown Truths, 
but becaufe they themfelves wanted the Means 
of coming at the Truth. They therefore avoid- 
ed the Appearance of it as induftrioufly as poffi- 
ble, and did not deliver them in fuch Colours as 
mud: at firft Sight betray them for Fidions and 
the , Sport of the Imagination; but they endea- 
voured to lay down Syftems apparently rational, 
and fuch as the Minds of Men muft approve, 
and recommended them, not for the Entertain- 
ment of Mankind as mere Works of Ingenuity, 
but for their ferious Perfwafion and Belief, as 
the Dictates of Reafon, or the venerable Truths 
of Tradition. .They fet them in what they e- 
fteemed the moft perfwafive Light, and fupport- 
ed them by all the Strength of Authority they 
could procure. They always endeavoured to 
make them moft reconcileable either to the com- 
mon Opinions, or to the Reafon, of Mankind, 
and therefore never fixed upon them any fufpi- 
cious Marks of Incredibility. None at leaft that 

they 
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they apprehended would appear fuch to the Per- 
fons for whom they wrote, and difcover them 
to be manifeft Fiftions to thofe they defigned to 
inftrudt. For what good Effects could they pof- 
fibly produce amongft a People perfwaded that 
they were falfe ? Sure no Man would go feriouf- 
ly about to build a Syftem of practical Do&rines 
on a Foundation, whofe Weaknefs was not fo 
much as diflembled or concealed. Let us ima- 
gine fome ancient Sage, who had at Heart the 
Reformation of Mankind, when he was endea- 
vouring to eftablifh the Fundamentals of Reli- 
gion, to have accompanied his Defcription of the 
Origin of Things with fuch a Declaration as this. 
" And now I hope none of You are fo weak as 
cc to believe that there is a Syllable of Truth in 
" what I have delivered to You. You mufl be 
cc blind if you do not plainly fee that it is a wild 
and groundleis Invention of my own, which I 
neither believe myfelf nor defire You to believe 
All I requeft of You is to ad: as if every Thing 
" I have faid was true." Could he hope after 
this that the People would pay any great Re- 
gard to his Authority, or would effe&ually em- 
brace the Belief of thofe Dodtrines he intended 
to draw from this Account for the Influence of 
their Practice ? Certainly this Inftance of his 
Sincerity would ruin the whole Defign. Now 
if Mofes has fixed uppn his Account of the Crea- 
tion and Fall a Brand of Incredibility, if he has 
taken Care that it fhall be attended with indif- 
putabl© Marks of Fi&ion, and every where car- 
ry 
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ry along with it its own Confutation, he has 
done what amounts exactly to the fame with 
fuch a Declaration. He does not fpeak himfelf, 
but his Writings fpeak ibr him, and call aloud 
to Us, cc though I cannot affure You that God 
" created the World and Man, that Man was 
happy in it while innocent, and became mife- 
rable by Sinning, yet be ye perfwaded to aft 
as if all thefe Things were fo." So great muft 
be the Defed: of Authority in* an Apologue for 
inforcing Doctrines, where Credit is to be given 
at once to the Dodrines, and to the Fadts from 
whence they are deduced. 

Though we are all agreed that certain Doc- 
trines of moral Ufe were defigned to be inculca- 
ted by this Account, yet we do not agree with 
Regard to all the particular Dodtrines that are 
contained in it. Thofe who follow the literal 
Senfe aflert, from the Hiftory itfelf, that Man 
forfeited his Title to Happinefs by a fingle Ad: 
of Sin, and that He loft the divine Favour by 
the very firft Violation of God's Commands, 
But this Allegorift fays, that Man became 
wretched and miferable not till he was become 
a wilful and habitual Sinner. a If this was the 
Opinion defigned to be inculcated by it, allow- 
ing it an Allegory, fure Nothing could be worfe 
contrived for the Purpofe. The Command giv- 
en to Man, to abftain from the Tree of Know-* 
ledge of Good and Evil, was as follows. Of e~ 
very Tree of the Garden Thou mayejl freely eat j 

a Page 1 37, 
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But of the Tree of the Knowledge of Good and £- 
vil, Thou Jhalt not eat of it : For in the Day that 
thou eateji thereof thou Jhalt furely die. » Here We 
fee Man is threatned to be punifhed with Death 
on the very firft Breach of the Command, and 
accordingly We find in the Third Chapter that 
he was no fboner drawn into Difobedience, than 
God came down to execute the Punifhment he 
had denounced. Man is not queftioned by his 
Judge whether he had been guilty of a Series of 
Crimes, but whether he had broken this fingle 
Command, Haft Thou eaten y fays God, of the 
Tree, whereof I commanded Thee, that thou Jhouldji 
not eat ? b And upon his Convidtion of this fin- 
gle Crime, he is immediately condemned. Let 
him tell Us then by what Rules of Interpreta- 
tion one fingle Adt of Difobedience is to be ta- 
ken, in an Allegory, for a Series ; and how ha- 
bitual Sin is figured in once Eating of a forbidden 
Fruit. This cannot be thought an unferviceable 
Remark, becaufe if We admit that Man did not 
forfeit his Title to Happinefs as fooii as he be- 
came a Sinner, We mull alfo allow, that He 
was of himfelf able, by future Obedience, to at- 
tone for paft Crimes ; and that he had, as this 
Author infinuates in the Perfon of fome wife 
and ancient Reformer, after all his Sins and De- 
pravity, ftill in his own Power the Means of re- 
covering the divine Favour, and of rejtoring him- 
felf to his original Happinefs , by deferting that bef- 
tial Rule of fenfual Pleafure, which had beguiled 

a Gen. 2.16, 17- b Chap. 3,11. 
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him into a State of Sin and Mifery.* How repug- 
nant fuch an Opinion is to the Foundation of 
moft Chriftian Virtues, and the ifrhole Scheme 
of our Redemption, I need not obferve. 

Again. Thofe, who believe this Hiftory to 
be true, conclude from it, that there was a 
Tempter, diftindt from the Man and Woman, 
concerned in the Fall. But this Allegorift fays, 
that the Jubtil Difcourfe of the Serpent '; which be- 
guiled Eve, could mean Nothing elfe but the tempt- 
ing Suggejlions of Lujl and fenfual Appetite, of 
which the Serpent was an Emblem ; and that their 
Expuljwn out of Paradife pointed out the natural 
Effe&s of Sin and Guilt, in depriving Man of his 
Happinefs, and plunging him into Mifery, Sorrow 
ana Death. Which Account of the Matter, he 
fays, is no other than what St. James him/elf gives 
of the natural Method, by which Men are ujually 
beguiled to debafe the Purity of their Nature : 
where he fays, but every Man is tempted, when 
be is drawn away of bis own Lujl, and enticed:- 
then, when Lujl hath conceived, it bringeth forth 
Sin : and Sin, when it is fimjhed, bringeth forth 
Death. b James 1. 14, 15. This Paflage is a ge- 
neral Defcription, of the ordinary Manna: and 
Efle&s of Temptations and their Conquefts ovet 
Us j and it is not written with any particular 
Regard to the Sin of our Firft Parents. But if 
it had, nothing could have been more applicable 
to the Hiftorical Account of their Fall, and. 
therefore it cannot give the leaft Advantage to 

a Page 1 31. b -Page 133. 
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the Allegory. For St. "James does not exclude 
an outward Tempter from having a Share in 
our Sedu&ion, neither does Mofes exclude the 
Paffions. On the contrary, the Apoftle exprefs- 
ly defcribes the Behaviour of different Men un- 
der outward Temptations, and the different Con- 
fequences of it. In the 1 2th Verfe He calls that 
Man bleJTed that endureth temptation : For when 
he is trted> he jhall receive the Crown of Life, 
which the Lord hath promifed to them that love 
him. And then he goes on to expofe the Impie- 
ty of thofe who, having failed under the Trial 
of Temptation, charge God, the Author, of their 
Nature, with their Sin. Let no Man fay when he 
is tempted, lam tempted of God* &c. telling them 
in the 14th and 15th Verfes as above, that their 
Sin and Mifery is chargeable on their own Folly 
alone, and their cowardly and bafe Submiflion to 
the Suggeftions of their own Luft. The Hifto- 
rical View of the Fall is exactly agreeable to this. \ 
For it lies in this Order. Firft the outward 
Temptation is mentioned, this communicates the 
Fire to the Lufts of Eve within, She weakly 
yields to her inflamed Defires, fins, and incurs 
the Penalty of Death. The Allegory therefore, 
by taking away the outward Tempter, by no 
Means renders the Defcription of the firft Sin 
more confiftent with St. James's general Account 
of Temptation. But it certainly lays the Ac- 
count itfelf under a very confiderable Difficulty. 
In the fixth Verfe of the third Chapter there is a 

a Verf. 13. 
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diftinft Pi&ure of the Workings of Eve's irregu- 
lar Paffions. And when the Woman faw that the 
Tree was good for Food> and that it was pie af ant 
to the Eyes, and a Tree to be dejired to make one 
wife 5 She took of the Fruit thereof &c. Here is 
plainly an Indulgence of her rebellious Appetite : 
fhe is pleafed with the Beauty of the Fruit, her 
Mind drinks in the Infe6tion, and rafhly believes 
it pofleffed of every Excellence that is falfely im- 
puted to it ; fhe haftens to fatiate her Senfes, and 
obey her Defires. If then, as Dr. ikf. would 
have it, the fubtil Difcourfe of the Serpent alfo 
means Nothing elfe but the tempting Suggeftions of 
lauji and fenfual Appetite \ then here is a double 
Account of thefe tempting Suggejiions ; they are 
defcribed both in plain Language, and in an Em- 
blem. This is certainly, to fay the beft of it, a 
very great Deformity in his Apologue. The 
fame Difficulty is again repeated in his Explana- 
tion of the Expulfion out of Paradife. For that\ 
He fays, points out the natural EffeSls of Sin and 
Guilt , in depriving Man of his Happinefs, and 
plunging him into Mifery, Sorrow and Death. 
Now it is certain that thefe fame natural EjfeSls 
are fpoken of alfo in plain Language. God 
threatneth Adam> that in the Day he finned he 
fhould furely die. After their Sin, we fee Pain 
immediately taking Pofleffion of their Minds, 
and the Confcience of Guilt filling them with 
Shame, Diftra&ion, and Fear of Punifhment. 
And then we behold Qod himfelf dooming them 
to Punifhment, and djftinftly foretelling their 
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Mifery, Sorrow, Labour, and Death. Here then 
will be alfo a double Defcription of the Effe&s 
of Sin, the plain and emblematical. And, what 
is ftill worfe, in this Circumftance the plain De- 
fcription goes firft ; for it is not till after the Sen- 
tence pafled upon the Sinners, that dieir Expul- 
fion out of Paradife is related. So that when we 
have been inftru&ed in all the fatal Effects of 
this; Sin in the cleared and flmpleft Manner, we 
are then prefented with the Emblem of them : 
as if the Author, imagining he had been too ex- 
plicit, intended to lead us back from Light to 
Darknefs. Sure fuch Profufion of Language, 
and fuch alternate Endeavours to fhew and con- 
ceal the fame Thing, does but ill agree with the 
Concifenefs and Elegancy of Mofes, or with the 
Nature of any one regular Defign. 

But let us now place this Account in ano- 
ther Point of View, and confider it as defigned 
to give Light into a very dark Part of Hiftory. 
That it was written partly with fuch a Purpofe 
is, I think, plain, from its ftanding as a very 
confiderable and a very interesting Part in that 
which is generally acknowledged to be an Hifto- 
ry, the Pentateuch. I think it is undeniable that 
a true hiftorical Account of the Creation and 
Fall would have anfwered every good Purpofe 
that could be propofed from the moft ingenious 
Fi&ion, and would have been free from every 
Difficulty with which the latter muft neceflarily 
be attended. The Do&rines to be inculcated 
could not have been treated with equal Clear- 
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nefs in an Allegory as in an Hiftory, nor eouH 
the Belief of the Fadts, from whence the Doc- 
trines were to be deduced, have been eftablifhed 
.upon an equally firm Authority. What then 
could determine the divine Wifdom, which in- 
fpired this Account, to prefer that Manner of 
doing it, by which our Information and Benefit 
was leaft confulted ? Why did he wrap up thole 
Do&rines in Obfcurity which were to be of con- 
ftant and common Ufe ? And why did he hide 
from Us the Knowledge of his having created 
the World and its Inhabitants, of his juft Deal- 
ings with the Firft of Mankind, his Bleffing 
their Innocency and punifhing their Difobedience j 
why did he refufe to give his San&ion to thefe 
Truths, and yet require from Us a firm and ef- 
fectual Belief of them ? Or, if it be foid that He 
did not enlighten the Hiftorian in this Part of 
his Work, why did He here defert him, and 
abandon him to his own Weaknefs, where alone 
his natural Abilities were moil unferviceable to 
him, where there were no Means of Knowledge 
to guide his Refearches, and wfyere no Force of 
human Genius could penetrate ? Was it to try 
the Power of his Invention, and did the divine 
Spirit vouchfafe its Afliftance in finishing an 
Hiftory, and eftablifhing a Syftem of Doftnnes, 
which had no better Foundation than in that ? 
If the Genius of Mofes had been left to work for 
itfelf here, it is moft likely that He would have 
given Us thofe Opinions which he had early im- 
bibed amongft the Egyptians, and would have 

drawn 



[ 79 ] 

drawn his Account of the Origin of Things from 
the fame Fountain whence all his human Know- 
ledge was derived. But certainly he was under 
the divine Direction here as well as in other Parts 
of his Works. And, if he was, fince the Truth 
was fully known to the Holy Infpirer, and feems 
in all Refpedts more fit to have been taught, 
what poflible Reafon can be affigned for prefer- 
ring Fi<5tion, or what Caufe can we have for 
imagining that Fidtion was preferred? Things 
might have been as they are related : How then 
can We know that they were not fo ? The Man- 
ner, in which the World and all Things in it 
were created, can be known to infinite Wifdom 
alone 5 and fince We have, under its Dire&ion* 
a Creation defcribed to Us, it is certainly the 
Height of foolifh Prefumption to fay that infpi- 
ration mocks Us, and does not give Us a true 
Account. The Account is given in plain de- 
fcriptive Language, and gives us as clear a Con- 
ception of the Beginning and Progrcfs of the 
Creation, and of the Fall of Man, as Words can 
give: and the Hiftory is continued on without 
the leaft Intimation of what goes before being a 
Fable, without any Breach in the Conneftion, 
or any Change in the Language but what the 
Subjeft required. Where then, We muft afk 
thofe who maintain the Beginning of the Mofaic 
Books to be a Fiftion, does the Fiftion end, and 
Truth take Place ? For they are wrought up to- 
gether with fuch Care, and inferted into each o- 
ther in fo nice a Manner, that an ordinary Eye 
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cannot diftinguifh between them. The Hifto- 
ries of the remoteft Ages, amongft the Greek 
and Roman Nations, are but very imperfedtly 
known. In the Accounts they give of them, 
there is apparently a great Mixture of Fidtion $ 
but then they do not pretend to Certainty in 
them, and the moft ingenuous of their Writers 
alwaysfpeak of them with Diffidence. They 
have their Fabulous Ages, and diftinguifh them 
from their Ages of true Hiftory. But this is not 
the Cafe with Mofes. He does not demand for 
himfelf the Venia Antiquitati> but fpeaks with 
as much Confidence, and as clear of all Referve, 
in the Beginning, as in the End of his Hiftory. 
He aflerts as pofitively that Adam was, by his 
Creator, placed in Paradife, and banifhed out of 
it, as that the Children of Ifrael came into Egypt > 
and, after a long Refidence there, were led out 
of it under his Conduct. Whence then could 
this Confidence arife, but from a Confcioufnefs 
that all he reported was Truth ? And could this 
Confcioufnefs be acquired, except he had derived 
his Knowledge of the Beginning of the World 
from the Fountain of all Truth? The Greek 
and Latin Hiftorians, when they are to trace up 
their Hiftory into the obfcurer Periods of it, 
tread with great Circumfpedtion, If any one 
fhould depart from this Method, and, while He 
was writing a ferious Hiftory of the Roman Af- 
fairs, fhould aflert with as little Hefitation, that 
Romulus was the Son of Mars, as that Augujtus 
was the SuccefTour of Julius Cafar, we fhould 
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certainly have his Authority, as far as it would 
go, for believing equally both thefe Points. Now 
Mofes fpeaks as diftinftly and as confidently of 
Adam, • as of any Perfon that lived the neareft to 
his own Times. Why then ftiould we believe 
his Account of Adam to be a Fiftion, and the 
reft to be true ? He tells us the Time of his 
Living, and the Length of his Life, and afcribes 
fome very important Aftions to him. He then 
proceeds to give an Account of his Sons, of the 
Length of their Lives and the moft memorable 
Events in them. And thus he carries on the 
Thread of his Hiftory regularly, and continues 
it down, without Interruption, to his own Times. 
The Account is intire, without the leaft Flaw or 
Breach. The Chain of Chronology is particu- 
larly preferved to us in the Lives of the Perfons 
he writes of. The fame Air of Serioufnefs and 
Truth runs through the whole, the Fadts of one 
Age are not more doubtfully fpoken of than of 
another, nor is there any more Obfcurity thrown 
upon one Part of the Hiftory than upon ano-- 
ther. Have we not then his Authority as ftrong 
for believing what He records of one Age as of 
another ? Why (hall the Story, from which the 
Hiftory takes its Rife, be treated as a Fidion, 
when that which fprings from it is held to be 
real ? And why do we longer believe, upon the 
Authority of Mofes, what he tells us of the Pof- 
terity of Adam, when we refolve all that he re- 
lates of Adam himfelf into Imagination ? Where 
the Account is purfued fo regularly, and with 

L fuch 



fuch apparent Veracity arid equal Pretentions to 
Knowledge and Certainty, through all Ages, If 
we once begin to believe, I fee not how we cam 
ftop the Progrefs of our Belief till we are arrived 
at the very Beginning ; for the fame Authority, 
that we fet out upon, will bear us, without fail- 
ing, through every Period of the Hiftory. If 
we believe that "Jacob was the Son of Jfaac> and 
Jffaac of Abraham , we muft alfo believe on 
through the whole Race, from Abraham to Noab t 
to Setb, to Adam. If we give our Aflent to 
what is told of the former, we cannot withhold 
it from what is related of the latter. Every fuc- 
ceeding Generation gives Credit to that which 
goes before it, nor can We, confiftently, hold 
the moft antient to be fabulous, and the latefi: 
to be true. For 'tis certainly as abfurd to derive 
a Series of true Hiftory from a Fiction, as a Se~ 
ries of true Prophecies. 

And indeed the Account of this very Author, 
however ftudioufly he endeavours to avoid it, 
may be made to confefs that there is fome De- 
gree of Truth in this Relation of Mofes. AM the 
Le]fon> he fays, that can be inferred from the east- 
ern Fable is this, that this World was created by 
Gody and that Man was happy in it as long as he 
continued innocent \ but forfeited his Happinefs y and 
became wretched and mijerable> asfoon as be became 
a wilful (and habitual) Sinner. Now all thefe 
very Fa6ts, if we only leave out the Expreffior* 
habitual, which I have before confidered, and 
(hewn not to be fairly inferred, are taught, in 

the 
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the moft plain and exprefs Manner, in the Hif- 
tory of the Creation and Fall. In the Beginning 
God created the Heaven and the Earth. * So God 
created Man in his own Image, in the Image of 
God created be him : Male and Female created he 
them. b But of the Tree qftbe Knowledge of Good 
and Evil, thoujhalt not eat of it : For in the Day 
that Thou eatejl thereof thou Jhalt furely die. c And 
when the Woman Jaw that the Tree was good for 
Food, and that it was pie af ant to the Eyes, and a 
Tree to be defred to make me wife ; She took of the 
Fruit thereof, and did eat, and gave alfo unto her 
Hujband with her ; and He did eat. <* Unto the 
Woman hefaid, I will greatly multiply thy Sorrow, 
and thy Conception -, Li Sorrow thou Jhalt bring 
forth Children : And thy Dejire Jhall be to thy Hufi- 
band, and he Jhall rule over thee. And unto Adam 
he f aid, Becaufe thou hajl hearkened unto the Voice 
of thy Wife, and haft eaten of the Tree of which I 
commanded Thee faying, Thou jhalt not eat of it, 
curfed is the Ground for thy Sake : In Sorrow Jhalt 
thou eat of it ail $be Days of thy Life. Thorns al- 
fo and Thiftles Jhall it bring forth to Thee: And 
Thoujhalt eat the Herb of the Field. Li the Sweat 
of thy Face Jhalt thou eat Bread, till thou return 
unto the Ground : For out of it waft thou taken ; 
For Duft thou art and unto Dujl Jhalt thou re- 
turn.* Here it is faid that God created the Earth, 
and fnade Man in his own Image : that He creat- 
ed Man, Male and Female : that He foretold 

a <}cn. i. I. b Verf. %j. c Chap. 2. 17. d Chap. 3. 6* 
c Verf. j6, 17, 18, 19. 
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them that, whenever they fhould venture to tranf- 
grefs his Command, Lofs of Happinefs would be 
the Confequence : That the Woman, led afide 
by her Paffions, finned ; She faw, defired, and 
eat : The Man alfo, hearkening to her Voice be- 
fore that of his Creator, fell with her : And laft- 
ly, that, by Sinning, they incurred the divine 
Difpleafure, and were by God condemned to 
Labour, Sorrow and Death. All thefe Things 
are related ih the plaineft and fimpleft Language : 
They ftand forth in the cleareft Light, not lying 
• hid under any Emblems, nor darkened with fo 
much as one figurative Expreflion. They are 
not in the leaft difcoloured, diflembled, or dif- 
guifed. Every Thing wears its own proper 
Form. It is God himfelf who is the Creator of 
all , Things, and Avenger of his violated Laws : 
It is Man himfelf who is happy in Innocence, 
and made miferable by Difobedience. It is the 
Paffions themfelves that betray him into Sin: 
Sin itfelf which is the Caufe of his Mifery ; and 
Death itfelf which is threatned, and, witn other 
attendant Sufferings, inflidted. Every fingle Ar- 
ticle therefore in the Leflbn, which Dr. M. has 
inferred from this Account, The Creation of the 
World by God, Man's Happinefs in it as long 
as he continued innocent, and his Mifery as foon 
as he became a wilful Sinner, are fet forth here 
in Terms To plain and free from Ambiguity, that 
no Comment, no Language can make them ap- 
pear plainer. When, that Part of the Account, 
which relates thefe Things, being confeffedly li- 
teral, 
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reral, muft be either literally true, or literally 
•falfe. For Every Thing ftands under its own 
Name and Character, is anfwerable for itfelf and 
Nothing elfe. There is no borrowed Form, Sha- 
dow, or Emblem, except Things may be called 
their own Shadows and Emblems. 

Dr. M. finds great Fault with his Lordfhip 
for faying, in different Parts of his Difcourfes, 
that the Account itfelf is Hiftorical, but cloath- 
ed in Parables and Similitudes, and in feme Part 
metaphorical. Now all this does not (hew any 
Inconfiftency in that excellent Writer. He is all 
along clear for the Fads related by Mofes being 
all literally true. In his late Appendix, he de- 
clares it as his Opinion, that a real Serpent was 
concerned in the Temptation. Yet he thinks that 
this real Serpent might alfo ft and as a proper Em- 
blem of the Deceiver. » We fee there how the 
Account may be hiftorically true, and yet cloath- 
- ed in Parables and Similitudes. And for the re- 
maining Part, its being alfo metaphorical, in that 
there is no Difficulty. For whoever has read 
this excellent Appendix, may learn that Meta- 
phors do not belong to the fubjedt Matter of any 
Narration, but to the Expreffion or Language 
only. They may therefore indifferently be ap- 
plied in any Writing, whether it be Truth or 
Fiftion, and have accordingly been always ufed 
promifcuoufly by all Kinds of Writers. But now 
we hear this fharp Examiner declaring, that the 
Fads in this Account are all apparently JiSlitious, 

a Difc. pag. 57. 

and 



[ 86] 

emd impoffible to be performed in the Manner in 
which they are defcrihed. a Yet it appears, from 
what has been faid, that he plainly admits the 
Truth of certain of the principal Fa£ts contain- 
ed in it, and confefies that feme Part of it is tru<- 
ly hiftorical. Thefe Pofitions cannot poffibly be 
reconciled to Truth or Reafon. His own Wit 
may be turned upon him, barely by inverting, 
the Sentence ; for it will be true of him, that ne 
holds this Account to be wholly fi&itious, to be 
made up of Parables and Similitudes, and yet to 
be, in fome Part, Hiftorical. 

Since then the Truth of thefe Capital Fafts 
cannot poffibly be controverted y and they appear 
Undeniably to be related in plain and common 
Language, If any one will ftill maintain that the 
Author's Defign was to inculcate the Belief of 
thefe Fa&s in an allegorical Manner, He muft 
hold it to be a very ftrange and firigular Kind of 
Compofition. It muft be wholly a double Ac- 
count, in which the lame Things are literally 
and emblematically fet forth, fometimes clearly 
fpoken of, fometimes but obliquely pointed at, 
now fully discovered, and again partly conceal- 
ed, at one Time held up to our View in their 
own proper and naked Forms, and then at laft 
prefented to Us under a Diiguife. But, what is 
ftill worfe, the Subftance of the Difcourfe muft 
all be made true, .and the allegorical Reprefqp- 
tation of that Subftance thrown into the Circum- 
fiances. * Thus the Sin, and confequent Mifery 

a Page 1 24. 
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ef Adam*, are literally told, and literally admit-* 
ted. If therefore they be alfo emblematically 
told, the Emblem can lie no where, but in fome 
of thofe Circumftances, which are faid to have 
accompanied his Fall. Thus the Circumftances 
muft become the Emblems of the Fa&s which 
they attend, and be made to give a refle&ed I- 
mage of diem. But to what Purpofe ? When 
we have been fhewn a Thing fairly, in its ge- 
nuine Form, the Author muft have great Lei- 
sure if he ftays to entertain us with it alfo in a 
Mafk. For it can fare no Purpofe but our En- 
tertainment, fince all the Ufes, either for Know- 
ledge or Pr&ftice, may more eafily be drawn 
from the Reality than from any Image of it. 
All the material Fads defigned to be inculcated 
being then confefledly true, and undeniably li- 
teral, no further good End to be anfwered, no 
parallel Authorities from any reputable Author 
whatfoever, can be brought to encourage or coun- 
tenance Us in making the Circumftances, which 
only remain to be queftioned, Allegorical. On 
the contrary it is repugnant to the Pradice of all 
Writers, and to the Genius of all People and 
Languages, and utterly irreconcileable to all re- 
gular Thinking or Confiftency of Defign. The 
Circumftances cannot then be allegorical, but 
they muft alfo be reputed either literally mie, or 
Jiteraily falfe. If they be falfe, then muft it be 
confefled that the Author has debafed his Truth 
by this Mixture of Alloy, and they can deferve 
no better Name, than die Embellishments of a 

vain 
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vain and fportive Fancy fet at Work to difguife 
Truths of ever ufeful Importance. 

The Circumftances, when we mark their 
Connection with the fundamental Points, receive 
a communicated Force, which muft neceffarily 
draw them after thefe either into the Regions of 
Truth or Fiftion. But we will venture to con- 
fider them alfo independently of thefe principal 
and allowed Fafts, and, diverting them of mis 
outward Impulfe, to obferve their own natural 
Tendency. And even thus we muft ftill ac- 
knowledge their Propenfity to the Side of Truth. 
They bear fuch ftrong Chara&ers and Impref- 
fions of it as vifibly demonftrates their inward 
Dignity and Alliance to it. The Author in them 
all along accounts for the Origin and Nature of 
many Things, as they ftill exift, and as they are 
afterwards defcribed in the Sequel of his Hifto- 
ry. Now this he would certainly never have 
done, if he had not defigned that this his Man- 
ner of accounting for them (hould be received 
for Truth. For if they be intended to be held 
as Fictions, they are fuch Fi&ions as never had 
place in any ferious and reputable Hiftory, fuch 
as the Remainder of the Pentateuch, I hope, will 
ftill be allowed. Mofes defcribes the Origin of 
the Sabbath in thefe Words. And God ble£ed tht 
Seventh Day y and fanSlified it : becaufe that in it 
he had rejled from all his Work> which God creat- 
ed and made. a We know very well that the 
Jews ftill keep this Sabbath, and for the Reafon 

a Gen. i. 3. 
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here jafligned : And Mofes himfelf in the Courfe 
of his Hiftory often mentions their religious Ob- 
fervance of it. Thus Livy defcribes the Original 
pf the Ludi Capitolim, which he (ays were mfti*- 
tuted in Memory of a very remarkable Preferva- 
tion of the Capitol from the Gauls. a Would not 
his contemporary Romans, to whom the Cuftom 
was well known, have had a very mean Opinion 
of their Hiftorian, if he had laid the Foundation 
of thefe their Solemnities in a Fable ? When a* 
gain He afcribes the Building of the Temple to 
jfupiter Feretrius and the dedicating of the firft 
opimaSpoUa therein to Romulus, on his conquer- 
ing and killing with his own Hand Acron King 
of the Caninenfis, b and afterwards tells us that 
Corn. Cojjus, in limitation of Romulus, dedicated 
them x>n the like Occasion, and fixed them in 
the fame Temple, t would not that Commenta- 
tor be thought to charge his Author with an In- 
confiftency, who fhould allow the latter Account 
to be true* but fhould fay that the former was a 
FuStion of his own ? Shall we then charge Afo- 
jhs with this or with ftill greater Inconfiftences ? 
He not only barely mentions the future Obfer- 
vance of the Sabbath, but commands it : He is 
zealous for its being kept in the ftrifteft Manner, 
and exerts himfelf in punifliing thofe who pro- 
faned it. Can we imagine the People would have ' 
fubmitted to this inftitution, with that religious 
Reference of it which many of them actually 

a Hift. L.J. C. 50. Ludi Capitolini ficrent &c. b Lib. r. 
10. c Lib. 4. 20. 
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had, if they had known, or but fufpedred, that 
the Grounds and Reafons, upon which they were 
commanded to bbferve it, were all an Invention 
of their Lawgiver ? Or can we think fo bafely 
of Mq/es himfelf as to believe that he could, with 
fuch Rigour and Shew of Sandtity, have inforced 
the Obfervance of it upon Motives which he was. 
confeious to himfelf deferved no Regard? But 
more may ftill be faid for the Truth of this par- 
ticular Circumftance. For God himfelf after- 
wards commands the Keeping of the Sabbath 
upon the very fame Reafons on which Mofes had 
before eftablifhed it, as may be feen in the 
Fourth Commandment. He alfo wrought a Mi- 
racle exprefsly to encourage and promote the 
Obfervance of it j For he fent a double Portion 
of Manna on the fixth Day, that the People 
might be enabled to reft on the Seventh. a W* 
cannot account for this divine Concurrence in 
Support of this Inftitution, if we hold that the 
Foundation of it was a Fi&ion. For the Perfor- 
mance of religious Services from erroneous Mo-? 
tives is. often as difagreeable to God as even the 
Neglect of them. It cannot be, that he fliould 
lay the Foundation of his Service, or fupport it 
when laid, upon fuch Motives. 

This Mark of Truth, which is found befides 
in many more of the Circumftances, is likewife 
common to the fundamental Articles of this Nar- 
ration. As may be feen in the following fum- 
mary View of the moft material of them. The 

a Exod, 1 6. 
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Exiftence of the Earth in its prefent State, with 
all the Clafles of the vegetable and Brute Crea- 
tion, are accounted for in the Firft Chapter. The 
Origin of Man is related in thefe Words : And 
the Lord God formed Man of the Duji of the 
Ground, and breathed into bis Nqftrils the Breath 
of Life j and Man became a living SouL a Of the 
Woman, in the fame Chapter : But for Adam 
there was not found an Help meet for him. And 
the Lord God caufed a deep Sleep to fall upon A- 
dam, and he Jlept : And be took one of his Ribs, 
and clofed up the Flejh in/lead thereof And the 
Rib, which the Lord God had taken from Man, 
made he a Woman, and brought her unto the Man. *> 
Here is alfo laid the Foundation of the reciprocal 
Duty and AfFedHon that ought to fubfift between 
Man and Wife : as it is deduced in the follow- 
ing Verfes. And Adam faid, This is now Bone 
ojmy Bone, and Flejh of my Flejh : She Jhall be 
called Woman, becaufe She was taken out of Man. 
Therefore Jhall a Man leave bis Father and Mo- 
ther, and Jhall cleave unto his Wife; And they Jhall 
be one Flejh. c The Introdudtion of Sin into the 
World is defcribed in the Beginning of the next 
Chapter. For our Parents are tempted to tranf- 
grefs a Command of God, and to eat of a Fruit 
which he had commanded them to abftain from. <* 
I have our Author's Word that the abjeSi State of 
the Serpentine Race* is accounted for, .and the 
Caufe and Origin of their prefent odious Nature ex- 

a Chap. 2. Vcrf. 7, b Verf. 20, 21^2. c Verf. 25, 24. 
A Chap. 3, to Vcrf. 7. c Page 1 34. 
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plaihed in 14, 15 Verf. And the Lord God faid 
unto the Serpent, Becaufe thou haft done this, thou 
art curfed above all Cattle, and above every Beaft 
of the Field : upon thy Belly Jhalt thou go, and Duft 
Jhalt thou eat all the Days of thy Life. And I will 
put Enmity between Thee and the Woman, and be* 
tween thy Seed and her Seed: It Jhall bruife thy 
Head, and thou Jhalt bruife bis Heel. But toucall 
it a fanciful Solution, as that Author does, in 
Which View it can neither be of Ufe to MoraKty 
nor Hiftory, is to make Mofes £o injudicious and 
trifling a Writer, as muft fink his Genius and 
Defign below thofe of the worft Fabulifts or 
Compofers of Metamorphofes. In the next Verfe 
the Angular Pains, that are laid upon Women in 
Child-Bearing, are accounted for, and the Foun- 
dation of that Submiffion they owe their Huf- 
bands is laid. ^ Unto the Woman He faid, I will 
greatly multiply thy Sorrow, and thy Conception $ 
In Sorrow thou Jhalt bring forth Children : And 
thy Defre Jhall be to fay Hujband, and he Jhall 
rule over thee. a The Unfruitfulnefs of the Ground, 
and the Neceflity of Man's great Labour in the 
Cultivation of it are accounted for in the follow- 
ing Words. And unto Adam be faid, Becauft 
Thou haft hearkened unto the Voice of thy Wife, and 
bad eaten of the Tree, of which I commanded Thee^, 
faying, Thou Jhalt not eat of it : Curfed is the 
Ground for thy Sake ; In Sorrow Jhalt thou eat of 
it all the Days of thy Life. Thorns alfo and Tbif* 
ties Jhall it bring forth to Thee : And Thou Jhalt 

a Verf. 1 6. 
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eaf the Herb of the Field. * Then follows an Ac- 
count of the Frailty and Mortality of our Race. 
In the Sweat of thy Facejhalt thou eat Breads till 
thou return unto the Ground $ For out of it waft 
thou taken: For Duft Thou art, and unto Duft 
Jhalt thou return. *> I carry this View no farther 
becaufe hitherto only has the Truth of the Mo~ 
fate Writings been at prefent called in Queftion. 
These are the Tnings whofe Natures and 
prefent Manner of Exiftence Mofes has accounted 
for in this his Relation of the Creation and Falk 
We are Witnefles that the Things do yet exift, 
and therefore they muft have been brought into 
this State of Exiftence by fome Means or other. 
Whether Mofes 's Manner of accounting for them 
is the true one or not, muft depend intirely oft 
his Veracity. Since he has accounted for them, 
and iince his Defcription of their Origin has a 
ftrong and infeparable Connexion with a Series 
of true Hiftory, I think We cannot behold fuch 
an Attempt in any other Light than as hiftorical. 
His Writings are manifeftly a Relation of fome 
of the principal Revolutions both in the moral 
and natural World from the Beginning to his 
own Time. He writes the Hiftory of fallen 
Man, and he writes the Hiftory of Man's Fall. 
If we can prove, that he has afcribed any one of 
thefe Revolutions to wrong Caufes, or that, in 
any one Period, he has copied only from his I- 
magination, what is this but overthrowing his 
Veracity ? Fabulifts may convey their Moral in 

a Verf. 17, 18. bVcrf. 19. 
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feigned,, but probable, Stories, making their Ac- 
tors and Characters ftill confiftent with the Na- 
ture of Things, which is the Cafe of Allegory : 
Or they may form a new Creation of their own, 
and then the Production will be an Apologue : 
But, when a profefled Hiftorian takes in Hand 
to account for the prefent Nature of Things, 
and to deliver the Caufes of their exifting in the 
Marnier we now fee them exift, to do this in a 
Way different from the Truth can proceed from 
Nothing but Ignorance, or a Defire to miflead; 
and the Author of fuch a Work, is not to be 
called an Allegorift, but a Deceiver. 

J f, to thefe Arguments for a Belief that the 
Story of the Creation and Fall was intended for 
an Account of real Fadts, we add the facred Tef- 
timony of fome Paflages of later Scriptures con- 
curring to induce the fame Belief, I hope no more 
need be added. 

Wh e r e v e r it is referr'd to in the: fubfequent 
Writings, both of the Old and New Teftament, 
it is conftantly done as to a Relation literally true, 
and literally underftood. As one powerfol In- 
stance of this Kind we may again return to the 
Fourth Commandment, and thofe other Paflages 
which eftablifh or inforce the Obfervation of the 
Sabbath. For they not only reft the Obligation 
to this religious Service upon the Mofaical Ac- 
count of the Creation, ana therefore neceflarily 
fuppofe its Truth : but alfo further, in exprefs 
Terms aflert it. Thus the Fourth Command- 
ment affirms that in Six Days the Lord made 

Heaven 
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Heaven and Earthy the Sea, and all that in them 
is, and rejled the Seventh Day : wherefore the Lord 
blejfed the Sabbath Day, and hallowed it. a Again : 
Wherefore the children of Ifrael jhall keep the Sab- 
bath, toobferve the Sabbath throughout their Ge- 
nerations, for a perpetual Covenant. It is a Sign 
between Me and the Children of Ifrael for ever : 
For in Six Days the Lord made Heaven and Earth, 
and on the Seventh Day be rejled, and was refrejh- 
ed. b Here may not improperly be added, what 
the Author of the Epiftle to the Hebrews fays, 
For He fpake in a certain Place of the Seventh 
Day on this wife , and God did reft the Seventh 
Day from all his Works. c If then the Mofaic Ac- 
count of the Creation be fi&itious, the Founda- 
tion on which this Duty is laid is imaginary, 
and the Obligation grounded thereon ceafes. The 
Creation of the Firft Man and Woman, with 
the Order and Manner of their Creation and 
Tranfgreffion, are Points whofe Validity is fup- 
ported in the following Paflages. For a Man 
ought not to cover his Head, for as much as he is 
the Image and Glory of God-, but the Woman is the. 
Glory of the Man. For the Man is not of the Wo- 
man : but the Woman of the Man. d The Firft 
Man is of the Earth, Earthy. e For Adam was 
Jirft formed, then Eve. And Adam was not deceived, 
but the Woman being deceived was in the Tranf- 
greffion. f But I fear left by any Means as the Ser- 
pent beguiled Eve through his Subtilty, Jo your 

a Exod. 20. 1 1. b Exod 31. 16, 17. c Hebr. 4. 4. d 1 Cor. 
II. 7,8. c1C0r.r5.47. fiTim.2.14. 
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Minds Jhould be corrupted from the Simplicity that 
is in Chrift. • 

Again. We may behold our Saviour hinv- 
felf eftablifhing and fecuring the Practice of a 
moral Duty upon the Credit of this fame Rela- 
tion : And making it the Rule and Standard of 
that Affe&ion which ought to fubfift between 
Man and Wife. The Pharifees alfo came unto him 
tempting him, and faying unto him, is it lawful 
for a Man to put away bis Wife for every Caufe? 
And He anfwered and fat d unto them, Have ye not 
ready that He which made them at the Beginning 
made them Male and Female? and f aid, for this 
Caufe Jhall a Man leave Father and Mother ', and 
Jhall cleave to his Wife: And they twain Jhall be one 
Flejh. Wherefore they are no more twain but one 
Flejh. What therefore God hath joined together, let 
not Man put af under, b It cannot be thought te* 
dious to run over the fame Difcourfe in the 
Words of another Evangelift. And the Pharifees 
came to him and ajked him, is it lawful for a Man 
to put away bis Wife ? tempting him. And he an- 
fwered and fold unto them, what did Mates com- 
mand Tou? .And theyfaid, Mofes fuffered to write 
a Bill of Divorcement, and to put her away. And 
yejus anfwered andfaid unto them, For the Hard- 
nefs of your Heart he wrote Tou this Precept. But 
From the Beginning of the Creation, God made them 
Male and Female. For this Caufe Jhall a Man 
leave his Father and Mother, and cleave tq his Wife** 
and they twain Jhall be one Flejh : Jo then they are 

a 2 Cor. 11. 3. b Matth. 19. 3 Sec. 
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no more twain, but one Flejh. What therefore God 
hath joined together, kt not Man put ajunder. a 
We fee how readily and clearly our Saviour folves 
this controverted Point on the Authority of this 
Account of Mojes. For fince this was the firft 
human Relation that ever fubfifted, and fince it 
was cemented in the clofeft Manner imaginable, 
and by the Hand of God himfelf, it ought to be 
preferved the laft, and maintained in Preference 
to all other interfering Relations. From the Be- 
ginning of the Creation, God made them Male 
and Female. For this Caufe, that it was the firft 
Relation, fhall a Man leave his Father and Mo- 
ther, poftponing thofe Relations which are of a 
later Commencement, and cleave unto his Wife, 
and they twain fhall be one Flefh. What there- 
fore God hath jbined together let not Man put 
afunder. Let no human Authority prefume to 
refcind thofe Ties which God himfelf hath con- 
nected. But had Dr. M. been of Council for 
die Pbarifees, how foon woiild he have obviated 
our Saviour's Argument ! "The Principles, fays 
" He, you argue from are imaginary : They were 
" not joined together by God's creating Hand, but 
" by the Invention of Mofes." 

I fhall produce yet one Clafs more of Scrip- 
Quotations in Support of the Authority of this 
Hiiiory. Neverthelefs Death reigned from Adam 
to jMofes, even over them that had not fnned after 
the Similitude of AdamV Tranfgreffion, who is the 
JPigure of him that was to come. But not as the Of- 

a Mark 10. % &c. 
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fence, Jo alfo is the Free Gift. For if through, the 
Offence of one, many be dead; much more the Grace* 
of God, and the Gift by Grace^ which is by one 
Man, Jefus Chriji, hath abounded unto many. And 
not as it was by one thatjhtned, Jo is the Gift .* For 
the Judgment was by one to Condemnation ; but the 
Free Gift is of many Offences unto Juftificaiion. 
For if by one Maris Offence Death reigned by one* 
much more they which receive Abundance of Grace, 
and of the Gift of Righteoufnefs, jhall reign in Life 
by one Jefus Chriji. Therefore as by the Offence of 
one, Judgment came upon all Men to Condemnation: 
Even fo by the Rigbteoufnefs of one, the Free Gift 
came upon all Men unto Justification of Life. For 
as by one Mans Difobedience many were made Sin- 
ners : So by the Obedience of one, Jhall many be 
made righteous* a Again. But now is Chriji rifen 
from the dead and become the Firft-Fruits of them 
tbatjlepi. Forfince by Man came Death, by Man 
came alfo the ReJurreSlion of the dead. For as in 
Adam all die, even fo in Chriji Jhall all be made 
alive. b Here is a large Comparifon made be- 
tween the Lofs and Hurt Mankind fuftained by 
the Fall of Adam, and the Benefits they received 
by the voluntary Sacrifice of Chrtft. That both 
thefe are vifionary I hope will not be aflerted. 
Shall we then fay that the Comparifon is made 
between a Truth and a Fiftion ? That cannot 
be. Bepaufe it is faid that as in Adam all die, 
even fo, in the fame Manner, and no otherwife, 
Jhall all be made alive by tfbrijt. " If therefore it be 

a Rom. 5. 14 &c. b l Cor. 15, 20, 21, 22. 

only 
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only a Fable which makes Adam the Caufie- of 
our Death, in die fame- Manner muft it be a Fa- 
ble that Chrift {hall be the Author 1 of our Life. 
jOr if we have full Affurance of the Reality of 
our expe&ed Jiving in Chrift, then we muft alfo 
.admit the Reality of our pretended dying in A- 
dam. For we may reafon e Converfo that as in 
Cbrijl alljhaU be made alive, evenfo in Adam did 
all die. The affign'd Caufe of the Damage, and 
Reparation, of our Nature* are fpoken of with 
the fame Degree of Certainty: And therefore the 
Accounts we have of the Author and Produc- 
tion of our promifed Happihefs, and our expe- 
rienced Mifery, (both which the Apoftle fuppo- 
fes Us to be acquainted with) muft demand an 
equal Degree of Credit. For the Apoftles Argu- 
ment will not allow Us to hold the one for a Fic- 
tion, and the other for a Truth. As then we 
value the Foundation of the glorious Hopes of a 
Refurreftion and aa Immortality, let us not de«* 
ftroy the Foundation on which the fuppofed De* 
pravation of our Nature is maintained. For We 
fhall all be made alive in Chrift no otherwife 
than as We all died in Adam. , 

Upon the Whole. There is Nothing incredi- 
ble in the Fadts or Matter of this Relation, and 
therefore^ is no Apologue; . 

T he Authority of the Writer k unqueftbned, 
and is great enough to eftjblifli a Belief of any 
credible Fads : The Defign of the Author, whicfy 

was the Inftru&ion of the World in feveral mo- 

» 

ral and religious Duties, and in the Truth of fe- 

N 2 vera! 
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vcral Fadts from whence thofe Duties are deri- 
ved, could not have been anfwered by a Fable : 
Through the whole of the Account are inter- 
fperfed feveral evident Charadteriftics of true His- 
tory: And laftly, for its being a true Hiftory 
there are the Suffrages of many facred Interpre- 
ters, infpired by the fame Holy Spirit which pre- 
fided in its Composition : And Therefore it is no 
Fable. 

Wh e n c e we arrive at the laft Conclufion, for 
the fake of which chiefly the whole Argument 
Was undertaken, that the Foundation of the Firft 
Prophecy is yet fecure : And therefore, notwith- 
ftanding afcy Thing here obje<fted, that it may 
ftill be efteemed a Part of that Chain of Prophe- 
cies extended through all Antiquity, in which the 
Revelation of the promifed Redeemer was gra- 
dually unfolded, 

I have all along avoided giving any Explana- 
tion of my own of the feveral Particulars of this 
Hiftory which have come under Confidcration, 
both becaufe feveral good and convenient Expla- 
nations of the whole have been already given, by 
many eminent Authors, and alfo becaufe my 
prefent Defign did not carry me any further, than 
fcarely to free it from the Objections that had been 
revived againft it. My Attempt was not to pre- 
cipe any new Light, but to reftore the old : and 
to recover that which^ by the Interpofition of an 
cfhvious Cloud, had been intercepted. 
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III. A brief State of the Queftion, whe- 
ther Prophecies or Miracles afford 
ftronger Evidence for the Truth of 
Chriftianity. 

WHY is this made a Queftion by. 
the Enemies of Chriftianity? They 
who will not allow that it is fup- 
ported by any Strength of Evi- 
dence at all, why do they go about to compare 
the Strength of two diftinft Kinds of it's Evi- 
dence, and, deftying that there are any Proofs 
for its Truth, why do they difpute by what 
• Means its Truth may be moft effectually proved ? 
Or why, again, is it debated amongft the Friends 
of Chriftianity ? If they are fatisfied in the whole 
of its Evidence, and feel that its united Force is 
ftrong enough to overthrpw all Oppofitipn, and 
to work a foil Conviction in every unprejudiced 
Mind, this is all that the Service of Chriftianity 
demands ; and it can be but an unprofitable Cu- 
riofity at beft that can engage them to fpend their 
Leifure in enquiring into the feparate and dif- 
. tinft Forces of its feveral Parts. If feveral Wit- 
nefles had given in their Evidence in fome de- 
pending Caufe, and the Jury were of Opinion 

that 
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that their concurring Teftimony decided the 
Matter fo clearly as to leave no Room for fur- 
ther Doubts ; for them to fufperid their Sentence 
till they had made a nice Difquifition into the 
diftuid Weight of every fingle Depofition, would 
be thought, at leaft, a ruperfluous Exa&nefs, and 
& Delay which the Service of the Caiife did not 
demand, 

* J 'Tis probable therefore, that thisQueftion owes 
its Rife %o a Set of Men not properly taken in 
under either of thefe Gaffes. I mean thofe Ene- 
mies of the Chriftian C&ufe, who wear the Mafk 
of Friends. Unable to gain their Ends by open 
Force, they craftily endeavour to divide it againft 
itfelf, and thus to deftroy it by its own Strength. 
They endeavour to fljew that Prdphecy is a 
ftronger Proof of the Truth of Chriftianity than 
Miracles. One would at firft apprehend no ill 
Defign here. For what would be the Confe- 
quence ? Miracles afford a very ftrong Proof: 
Prophecy yields yet a ftronger: Therefore Chrif- 
tianity is impregnable. This would be the. Infe-> 
rence of a common Genius. But thefe fublime 
Reafoners would give the Argument a contrary 
Tendency, making this furprizing Inference > 
therefore Chriftianity is overthrown : And hav- 
ing with great Induftry proved the Strength 
of Prophecy fuperior to that of Miracles, woul4 
terminate their Reafbning here, that there is not 
the leaft Degree of Strength member of them, • 
They, to whom the I^aws of Argument 
are known, vriii easily difcern .the Weaknefsof 
- ' ' * % this 
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this Sophifm. Indeed they conceal their firft 
Terrfi ; but force them to produce this, and the 
Fallacy appears. They begin by faying that Pro- 
phecy is ftronger than Miracles. But it is plain 
•that, before any Comparifon can be begun be- 
tween therfi, or any Judgment made of the Ex- 
cefs of the Force of one above that of the other, 
the Amount of their particular Forces fhould firft 
be . known. Or, if this Difquifition be too nice 
or laborious, it muft at leaft be agreed upon that 
they have each of them fome Quantity of Force, 
and that Force muft be valued in the Grofs $ o- 
therwife no Eftimate can be made, though ever 
fo inartificial, of their comparative Forces, The 
diftinft Forces . then of Prophecy and Miracles* 
or at leaft cf one of them, is evidently the firft 
Term, though they endeavour to hide it. Whence 
it is plain, that, by returning after the Compari- 
fon to weaken the Forces of either of them, they 
are chargeable with an Abfurdity even worfe than 
that of Begging the ^ueftion : their Reafoning ma- 
anifeftly terminates in an Attempt to unfettle that 
which was firft of all fettled ; to eftablifh an Ef- 
timate of the Two Forces contrary to that which 
was firft agreed upon ; and therefore to deftroy 
thofe very Principles from which the Argument 

It muft furely be plain to common Senfe, 
that a Comparifon between Two Things does 
not affedt or alter the real Nature of the Things 
themfelves. The Refultofit can only be a Know- 
ledge of the Proportion they bear to each other, 

of 
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of their relative Value, not of that which ought 
to be known before, their real Worth considered 
fingly and independently on each other. For the 
Things compared remain the fame in every Re- 
fpedt after, as they were before, the Comparifon. ♦ 
However they go on, to the great Sitfprize of all 
the Beholders, to convince them that this Bul- 
wark of Prophecy, which they had laboured to 
raife to, fuch feeming Strength and Fairnefs, is 
all a Deception of the Senfes, and therefore by 
caufing this to vanifli, which was to Appearance 
the ftrongeft, they imagine all the other pretend- 
ed Strength of Evidence muft fink and difappear 
with it. Thus they would raife one Part of the 
JEdifice above its natural Height, and then, by 
letting it fall upon the reft, crufh the whole 
Structure under it. Such treacherous Defigns 
lurk underneath fuch fpecious Appearances ! Like 
the faithlefs Delilah y with a feemingly affeftionate 
Anxiety, they enquire where the great Strength 
of Chriftianity lieth, that they may at once lop 
it off, and deliver it over, thus defpoiled and en- 
feebled, to the Derifion and Infults of its Enemies. 
But they are deceived. A Conqueft over Chrif- 
tianity is not to be acquired by any fuch Artifices 
as thefe. Its Strength is not, like that of the He- 
brew Champion, lodged in any Excrefcencies, or 
held by Virtue of any fecret Cuftoms or Ohfer- 
vances: but is natural to it, runs through its 
Conftitution, and is diffufed in juft Proportions 
over all its Parts. 
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I t has been pretended that our Saviour him- 
felf has entered into this Difpute, and has decided 
it in the Manner they defire, who wiih to njake 
the worft Ufe of it againft his Religion. Though 
I really think that this Queftion howfoever deci- 
ded, if fairly confidered, threatens no great Hurt, 
or promifes no great Advantage, to Chriftianity* 
yet, becaufe defigning Men may give it fuch a 
Turn as to miflead tne unwary, and make that 
an Inftrument of the greateft Hurt which is in 
itfdf perfectly harmlefs ; to prevent this Abufe of 
the Nature of Things, and to deprive the Ene- 
mies of Chriftianity of their laft faint Hopes of 
Succefs in their fraudulent Attempts againft it, 
is a Profpedt which makes this Queftion feem 
more worthy a ferious Confideration , and the 
Endeavour to fet it in a clear Light appear fruit- 
ful of better Effe&s, than barely the Gratifica- 
tion of ah indolent Curiofity. We fhall begin 
then by confidering the Affertion of Dr. Middle- 
ton y that all which his Lordjhip has been affirming 
Jo freely concerning thefuperior Evidence of Mira- 
cles to that of Prophecy, feems to have been origi- 
nally confuted y and the whole Queftion determined 
againft him by Cbrift himjelf, Who in one of ins 
Parables declares, that thofe, who would not heark- 
en to Mofes and the Prophets, would not be per- 
fuaded, though one rofe from the dead. Luke 1 6. 
31. clearly intimating, that the Word of Prophecy, 
as delivered in the Old Teftament, carried with it 
a firmer Proof of the Truth of his Gofpel to the 
Jews, than even the greateft of all Miracles. a It is 
a p. 57 , O proper 
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proper to begin with this, becaufe if our Savi- 
our's Sentiments fhould really appear to be what 
they are here reprefented, all Argument is at an 
End : And Nothing will remain for Us to do, 
but, fubmitting to his facred Authority, to guard 
againft any ill Application of his Opinion, and 
to prevent his own Declaration from being turn- 
ed to the Deftrudtion of his Caufe. 

Two Circumftances well underftood, will 
lead Us to a clear Apprehenfion of the Force of 
this Paffage as far as the prefent Queftion is con* 
cerned, viz. what was the Point, and what were 
the Means , of Perfwafion propofed. Br. M* 
thinks that the Point of Perfwafion was the Truth 
of the Gofpel, and the Means, exprefled by Afcu 
fes and the Prophets, and the Rt/ing of one from the 
dead. Prophecies and Miracles. Now granting 
that he is right in this Opinion, ftill our Savv 
pur's declaring that the latter would be ineffectual 
where the former had failed, will be far from 
amounting to a clear Intimation, that the Word of 
Prophecy carried with it a firmer Proof of the 
Truth of the Gofpel, than the greatefi of all Mira- 
cles : becaufe he does not fay that Prophecy could 
do more than Miracles, but only that Miracles 
could not do more than Prophecy \ not, that 
Prophecy could bring Convidtion to the Mind of 
an Infidel where Miracles had failed,- but that 
the latter could not overcome that Degree of In- 
fidelity which had been Proof againft the for* 
meir. The Inference then can be carried no far- 
ther than that Miracles are not of fuperior Force 
- _ " to 
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to Prophecy, which differs widely from a De- 
claration in Favour of the Superiority of Prophe- 
cy : For frill they may (land both upon a Level, 
and their Powers may remain equal Allowing 
then that He had taken both thefeToints right, 
it appears that our Saviour has not decided the 
Queftion as he would have it. But we are not 
yet fure that He has not miftaken the Defign of 
the Parable. We find that it was fpoken to the 
Phar&es, who it is faid were covetous. Accord- 
ingly a Rich Man is made the chief Character 
in the Parable. The Ufe he made of his Riches 
was not, to communicate to others, and to re- 
lieve the Wants of the diftrefled : For when La- 
zarus was laid at his Gate full of Sores, and de- 
firing to be fed with the Crumbs which fell from 
die Rich Man's Table, we do not read that He 
had any Relief except from the Dogs, which 
came and licked his Sores: But He applied them 
4o the Indulgence of his Appetites , and fpent 
them upon himfelf m all the Splendour and Lux- 
ury of Life. He was clothed in Purple and fine 
Liimen, and fared fumptuoufly every Day. This 
is all that is related of his Life. We find him 
next in very different Circumftances, in the Tor- 
ments of Hell. For He died, and was buried, and 
in Hell he lift up his Eyes, being in Torments. 
Now what do we imagine our Saviour expe&ed 
his Hearers fhould underftand to be the Caufe 

* 

of his Punifhment ? Surely thofe Crimes alone 
which He had reported of his Life, amongft 
which a Rejection of the Gofpel has no Place. 

2 He 
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He now, in his Turn, becomes a Supplicant, 
and begs firft for a Relief of his own Miferies. 
But, when this is denied him, he petitions next 
for a Prevention of the Miferies of his Relations. 
Then He faid, I pray Thee, Father, that Thou 
wouldejl fend Lazarus to my Father's Houfe : For 
I have Five Brethren ; that he may tejlify unto them, 
left they alfo come into this Place of Torment. What 
was he defirous that Lazarus fhould teftify to 
his Brethren ? We can fuppofe it to be Nothing 
elfe than that which his own Cafe fuggefted and 
which Lazarus had been a Witnefs to, the Event 
of a luxurious and immoral Life, and the Mife- 
ries which attended the wicked in a future State. 
He thought that this could not fail of deterring 
them from purfuing his Steps in Life, and there- 
by would prevent their coming into the fame 
Place of Torment with himfelf Abraham faid 
that an Attention to Mofes and the Prophets, 
which they were already poflefled of, was fuffi- 
cient to effedt what he defired. They have Mofes 
and the Prophets ; let them hear them. And be faid, 
nay, Father Abraham, but if one went unto them 
from the dead, they will repent. The ordinary Me- 
thods of Admonition, which they have been fo 
long accuftomed to difregard, will make no Im- 
preffion upon their hardned Minds ; but fo aftx>- 
pifhing a Call as this could not fail of striking 
their Attention, and producing they Reformar 
tion. And Abraham faid unto him, if they bear 
not Mofes and the Prophets, neither will they be 
perfwaded though one r of e from the dead* 

From 
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From this View of the Parable It does not 
feem in the leaft probable, that the Truth of the 
Gofpel was what the Rich Man defired to have 
his Friends perfwaded of. There is no Room 
to imagine that the Characters of this Parable are 
taken from fuch as were fuppofed to have had 
the Gofpel preached unto them. And except they 
were fuch, the Reception of the Gofpel cannot 
poffibly be concerned in the Difcourfe. A Dis- 
belief of its Truth was pot amongft the Sins for 
which the Rich Man himfelf fuflered. Nor is 
there the leaft Intimation that he wanted to have 
charged Lazarus with any other Commiffion, 
than to teftify unto them the Truths which a- 
rofe from his own fad Example. But what muft 
entirely clear up the Matter is that he himfelf 
exprefsly tells us for what End he wanted to have 
lent to his Brethren a Herald from the dead : not, 
to perfwade them to embrace the Gofpel, but to 
repent : But if one went unto them from the dead, 
fays He, they will repent. It is clear then that the 
Point of Perfwafion is not the Truth of the Gof- 
pel, but the Neceffity of Repentance and a vir- 
tuous Life in Order to future Happinefs. Whence 
it will follow as clearly, that the Means of Per- 
fwafion recommended by Abraham under the 
Name of Mofes and the Prophets* could not be 
thofe Predictions of the Mefiiah which were con- 
tained in the Old Teftament, becaufe thefe, of 
all the Parts of the Scriptures, could have the 
leaft direct Tendency to bring about the defired 
End. I hope we need not be reminded here that 

by 
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by a familiar Cuftorn of fpeaking, Mojes and the 
Prophets was a Term fignifying the whole Vo- 
lume of the Jewifh Scriptures. Whatever Rules 
of Life then were difleminated through thefc 
Scriptures, whatever inftru&ive Precepts or Ex- 
amples they contained, whatever Defcriptions and 
Monuments were to be found in them of God's 
eternal Juftice and Mercy, whatever they taught 
of his Hatred to .Vice and Love of Virtue, what- 
ever Motives aad Encouragement they held up 
to Mankind to draw them to the pradice of the 
ktter, or whatever Denunciations of Vengeance 
they proclaimed to deter them from the former, 
thefe were the Parts in them peculiarly fitted to 
imprefs upon the Minds of Men a Senfe of their 
Duty, to reclaim them from their Errors, and 
to awe or allure them into the Study of Godli- 
nefs : And therefore thefe muft have been the 
Parts which Abraham is made to point out to the 
Regard of thofe whom he wanted to bring back 
into the Paths of life. And whoever is fo hard- 
ned as not to be wrought upon by thefe power- 
ful Arguments, whoever rdufes to hear the Voice 
of Myes and the Prophets inftrufting him with 
the grcateft Clearnds and Authority, and giving 
undoubted Proofs of their divine Commiflion, 
fuch an one, of fo ftubborn and infeniible an 
Heart, would not be moved nor perfwaded though 
one rofe from the dead : For even a Me&nger 
from the dead could not bring clearer Difcove- 
ries of the Will of God, nor ftronger Creden- 
tials of his bearing the divine Authority, than 

had 
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had already been unfuccefsfully applied to them* 
It is not then the Prophecies, but the Do<ftrine& 
fupported by the Authority of the facred Wri- 
tings, that are here fpoken of as fufficient to work 
a Reformation in any Mind yet open to Convic- 
tion. And ^therefore it is a Mifapplication of this 
Parable to produce it as an Argument of our Sa- 
viour's Opinion concerning the Efficacy of Pro- 
phecy and Miracles in attefting the Truth of his 
Gofpel. And it is 'ftill a greater Mifapplication 
of it to produce it as an Argument that his Opi- 
nion was in Favour of the fuperior Efficacy of 
the former. 

Since then it may be done without any Tref- 
pafs on the facred Authority of our Saviour, let 
us reafon of the relative Powers of Prophecy and 
Miracles, and endeavour to fet them in fo clear 
a Light, that it may be eafy for every one to 
compare them together, and to form a clear No- 
tion of their mutual Proportions. The plaineft 
and moft natural Way to this is to gain a diftind 
Knowledge of the Things to be compared, their 
feparate and independent Powers. By what Vir? 
tue is it then that Prophecy becomes a divine 
Evidence of the Miffion of him for whofe Sake 
it is given, and whence is its Power derived? 
The Solution of this Queftion cannot be very 
difficult : Ijt requires Nothing more than a little 
Attention to the Steps by which we are led to 
fee the Evidence of Prophecy. When we fee a 
Prophecy given out long before the Time of the 
Event which it foretells, or. clearly foretelling $ 

Contin- 



Contingency, in either Cafe we readily cBfcfcm 
that it cannot be the Rcfult of hitman Wifddm. 
For&eEvdnt, in the former Cafe, is r t do remote 
to be pef eeivecl by human Sight, and in the lat- 
ter, lies C6nceal?d behind fuch Obfteclcs as no 
thtxM Eye can pierce through. We cannot 
ftr&ch wer the imriienfe ©iftance by whidh it is 
dM&efl froftrUs in one Cafe, nor trace out thofe 
intricate Windingss that lead to it in the other. 
When therefore ive fee fuch ih Event, which is 
plainly out of the Reach of huthan©ifcernmeiit, 
as cle&rly flefcribed in 'the Prophecy of it, as : i£ 
it had gone before the Defcription, we perceive 
thatit mtift come from that all-wife Being before 
Whotti alone all Things artd Events are'laidopen 
tend naked, whofe Knowledge pafles beyond all 
conceivable Bounds of Time 6r Spiace, and who 
jfees the whole Series of future Beings Unfolded 
before thay have Exiftence. Htrc now grows 
the Teftimony of a divine Million in behalf of 
turti, for whofe Sake the Prophecy 'is given. The 
Wifdom of God undeniably witndfeth his Truth, 
%\\d proclaims the Juftice of his Pretentions. Hfe 
bfitigs a Ray of Light, which cdutd be borrow- 
ed frorft x iio one elfe but from the Father of 
tiighles* And therefore the Virtue of Prophecy 
tfcs heJe, that its Teffitoony is ma*nifeftly the 
T^ttitoftfty- of divine Knowledge. - 

LEflJs'hcjW'in like Manner endeavour to 
^ife6ver Where'the Virtue of Miracles lies. We 
behoJd t#* Effecft produced, which is manifeftly 
J>eyoj^- the P&wfr df 'tbofe fenfible Nfeans ufed 

: '-•' in 
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in its Production, We muft readily fee that it 
cannot be the Work of any natural Caufe, or of 
any human Agent. For no Efficacy of Nature 
can produce any other Effect than barely that 
which is adequate to the Power of thofe Means 
or Caufes it fets to Work. Neither can any Art 
of Man add to natural Caufes that Force which 
they are naturally deftitute of, (6 as to enable 
them to effedt what they are naturally incapable 
of effecting. If, for Inftance, a Piece of Clay 
be naturally unable to reftore Sight to the blind, 
no human Power can enrich it with that Virtue 
which Nature has denied it. We may indeed, 
by changing their Texture, make many Things 
Inftruments of that for which they were unfit 
under a different Form. But even this Power is 
limited under certain Laws of Nature $ And the 
utmoft that our Abilities can pretend to, is fome- 
times to affift Nature in its Operations, and to 
footh it as it were, into A&ion, by tempting it 
to bring forth that Energy it ftrove to conceal, and 
by putting it in a proper Pofture for exerting the 
greateft Force with which it is endowed. When 
therefore fuch Operations appear as far exceed 
the Powers of Nature and the Skill of Man uni- 
ted, difcerning the Impotency of all created Be- 
ings, We can folve them no otherwife than by 
recurring to that fupreme Being who hath created 
all thefe lhings, and bringeth out their No/i by 
Number: Who encreafeih Strength to them that 
have no Might. Hence arifeth the Teftimoity of 
Miracles for the divine Miffion of him in whofe 

P Be- 
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Behalf they arc wrought. The Power of God 
undeniably witneffeth his Truth, and proclaims 
the Juftice of his Pretentions. And therefore 
the Virtue of Miracles lies here, chat their Tcf- 
timony is manifeftly the Teftimony of divine 
Power. 

Th i s then is common to both Kinds of Evi- 
dence that they are Manifeftations of the divine 
Interpolation in Favour of his Pretentions to 
whom, or for whofe Sake, they are vouchfafed. 
But they differ in the Methods of making this 
Interpolation known. They both lead to the Dif- 
Covery of the lame great Firft-Mover, hut by 
different Ways. Prophecy fhews him as the great 
Lawgiver of the Univerfe, as He to whom alone 
the Volumes of Futurity are expanded, and to 
whom alone belongs the Privilege of feeing and di- 
recting every Movement of Nature, and beholding 
every Event with which the Womb of Time is 
pregnant. Miracles lay bare the Hand of the great 
Ruler of the Univerfe, and fhew the awful Ma- 
jefty of him whofe Fiat is a Law to the obedi- 
ent World, who commands all the Springs of 
Nature, and bends them to his Will. He, for 
whom Prophecy fpeaks, brings for his Creden- 
tials a Secret which could come only from the 
Cabinet-Council of Heaven : He, whofe Claim 
is upheld by Miracles, demands Credit from Us 
by Virtue of a Power which none but the Al-> 
mighty could delegate. In a Word, Prophecy 
demonftrates God's Patronage of a Caufe by Vir- 
tue of his Omnifcience, and Miracles by Virtue 
of his Omnipotence. We 



[ "5 ] 

We fee now wherein the Force of thefe Two 
different Kinds of Evidence confifts, what they 
have in common, and in what they are diftin- 
guifhed. Whence the Method of comparing 
diem together in Order to difcover where the 
Superiority lies, is eafy. For, fabftituting that 
wherein their Powers confift, the Comparifon 
will be betwkt thefe Attributes of God, and the 
Queftion will become, which of the Two is the 
more convincing Argument of the Countenance 
and Concurrence of that God to whom they both 
belong. Let Us afk Ourfelves then, does a Dis- 
play of the infinite Wifdom make Us acknow- 
ledge God's Prefcnce fooner than the ftupendous 
Operations of his outftretched Arm ? Or are the 
Wonders of his Power clearer Demonftrations 
of his attending Favour and Protection, than the 
illtiftrious Records of his Wifdom ? In what- 
ever Hand We now entruft the Balance, I am 
perfwaded that He, who holds it, will declare 
for an Equipollency. For the Attributes of the 
Deity are all alike his own, infeparable, and in- 
communicable. 

But though in their own Natures the Power 
of Prophecy and Miracles is equal, yet they may 
not always feem fo to our Apprehenfions. Our 
Minds are not all alike affected with the fame 
Things. Whether it be from fome original and 
native Caft in their Frame, or the Influence of 
that bodily Machine to which they are united ; 
or whether Commerce with others, Habit, and 
Education imprefles the Biafs upon them, it is 

P 2 certain 
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certain that howfoevcr they have controlled it, 
there is a peculiar Turn in the Minds of Men by 
which fome are inclined to receive Pleafure and 
Convi&ion from one Kind of Argument more 
readily than from another, and to be moft eafily 
wrought upon by that, with which others are 
lefs moved. The fame Truths become more at- 
tractive and amiable to their Underftandings 
when placed in one Light than in another, as 
the fame Obje&s do to their Sight. And to all 
both are moft agreeable by being fhewn in new 
and various Lights. 

But to Us efpecially, who live at a Diftance 
from the Times when the Prophecies were com- 
pleated, and the Miracles wrought, who feel not 
their Efficacy by fenfible, * but by rational Im- 
preffions, there may be another Reafon affigned 
for fome Difference in them. For though the 
Manifeftations of the divine Wifdom, and the 
divine Power, when both are clearly felt, might 
make us equally fenfible of God's Interpofition, 
yet the Steps which lead to the clear Apprehen- 
fion of them may not be equally eafy to all. 
When we are once convinced that there were 
Prophecies given out and compleated in the Per- 
fon of our Saviour, and that there were Mira- 
cles wrought in Vindication of his Dodtrine, they 
may feem to our Underftandings equipollent 
Proofs of his Divine Miffion ; but then the Way 
to this Convidlion may not be in both Cafes e- 
qually obvious. In Order to be convinced that 
there were Miracles wrought in Proof of our Sa- 
viour's 
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viour's Pretehfions, we have only to fatisfy our- 
selves of the Authenticity of the Gofpel Hiftory, 
and to learn from thence that fuch particular 
Works were exhibited, and that fuch particular 
Fa&s did really happen. But the Truth of Pro- 
phecies muft be introduced to our AfTent by a 
longer Progrefs. For after we are, in the fame 
Manner as before, fatisfied that fome particular 
Events did happen in the Life of our Saviour, 
we are ftill advanced but a little Way to a full 
Perfwafion that the Prophecies of the Meffiah 
received their Completion in thefe Events. There 
remains behind large Matter of Enquiry. The 
Authority of the Scriptures of the Old Tefta- 
ment muft firft be proved : thefe muft be care- 
fully examined for the Prophecies they contain : 
And, when they are found, we are to be aflured 
that they belonged to the Character of the pr6- 
mifed Meffiah. After all this, a Comparifon is 
ftill to be nicely made between them and the E- 
vents, for fhewing the Fitnefs and Agreement 
between them. And when their Correfpondency 
is clearly feen, and we have no longer any Scru- 
ples remaining of the Reality both of the Events 
and Predi&ions feparately, or Sufpicion that the 
one may not yet belong to the other, then only 
are we fully fenfible of the Proof which Prophe- 
cies yield of the divine Miffion of our Saviour. 

When both are clearly apprehended, they 
may have equal Power over our Minds. But 
the Truth of the one is not fo foon eftablifhed 
there as of the other. They both lead finally to 

the 
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the fame End, and if purfued bring us with c- 
qual Certainty to it, but not by Ways equally 
(hort or eafy . While fome make their Approach- 
es to the important Truth to which they lead by 
one Path, others may delight to inveftigate it by 
another. But it muft furely be equally agreeable 
and ferviceable to all to know that it is acceflible 
by more Ways than one > and that they are at 
Liberty to purfue that to which the Bent of their 
Mind, their Studies, or Opportunities fhall de- 
termine them ; or with varied and renewed Plea- 
fure, to explore both in their Turns. 

What has been faid may be iliufhrated by a 
familiar Example. Euclid has left us a Series of 
Mathematical Truths demonftrated in a very ele- 
gant Manner. His Commentators, endeavour- 
ing to render fuch ufeful Knowledge as eafily 
attainable as poffible, have adapted different De- 
monftrations to all thofe Propofitions which 
feemed moft difficult to be imderftood ; drawing 
thofe out into a fuller Explanation which He 
had delivered in a concifer Manner, and demon- 
ftrating thofe by fenfible Schemes which he had 
treated in a more abftraded Way. We allow 
the Defign its due Praife : not that one Demon* 
ftration is truer than another, or gives better E- 
vidence to the Propofition, but becaufe various 
Geniufes are better fuited, pkafed, or affifted by 
thefe different Demonftrations than they could 
have been by one alone. They are all equally 
convincing when underftood, but, it may be, 
not equally pleafing, nor equally clear to all Ca- 
pacities. 
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parities. However it contributes more to the 
Entertainment and Inftru&ion of all, that they 
can place the Proportion in that Light which 
thernfelves fhall rnoft approve of, than if they 
had been confined to one View of it, and that, 
by trying feveral, one Pofition of k may at lafi 
be found which fhall ftrike every Capacity. 

Thos We fee that any Difference which may 
be in the Forces of Prophecy and Miracles for 
proving our Saviour's divine Miffion, is not nan 
tural but accidental to them ; and arifes folely 
from the different Reception they meet with in 
the different Natures, or Abilities of thole to 
whom they are applied. God has gracioufly been 
pleafed, in manilefting to the World a Truth of 
fuch univerftl Importance, to lead Us to it by 
various Ways, that different Natures, thus ac* 
commodated with what is moft fuitable to them* 
might not want the Means of attaining to that 
Knowledge which is equally neeeflary for all. If 
its Divinity had been attested by either of thefe 
fingly, Chriflianity would in all Ages have want- 
ed many Converts, which it now owes to their 
joint Efficacy : And both Ways lying open, ma- 
ny have constantly been brought into the Flock 
of Chrift who might have ftrayed for ever with- 
out the Pale, if only one Entrance had been 
afforded them. Let not us then defraud the Gof- 
pel of its Rights, by making the Gate which 
leads into it ftraiter than its great Author has 
thought fit to make it : Nor allow fuch poor ri- 
dkulous Sophiftry to deceive Us which would 

prove 
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prove its Weaknefs from its Strengdi ; which 
would make its numerous Forces hurtful to it, 
and take an Advantage againft it from its having 
more Proofs, which could not have been found 
had it been fupported by one alone : Which, by 
comparing one Argument of its Truth with an- 
other, would deftroy all Arguments; and by 
fhewing that Prophecy is ftronger than Miracles 
make the World believe that it is weaker than if 
it had flood by the Force either of Prophecy 
or Miracles alone. Let us beware of receiving 
fuch Refinements into Reafoning, as have long 
ago been admitted into Life ; which fkilfully cre- 
ate Want out of Plenty, and induftrioufly turn 
the Bounties of Heaven into Curfes, by making 
that Poifon which was defigned for wholefome 
Food. If one of thefe great Proofs of the Divi- 
nity of theGofpel fhould have more Power over 
the Minds of particular Men than the other, 
they, who feel it, are the only Judges which 
that is. Every Man is fenfible of the Workings 
of his own Mind alone, and therefore we might 
as well pretend to be confcious for others, as to 
determine with which of thefe Proofs they fhall 
be moft afFedted, or which fhall draw them moft 
mightily to Conviction. Let not Us quarrel with 
Men becaufe they will not be convinced in the 
fame Way with Ourfelves. If they are gained 
over to Conviction, by what Road they arrived 
at it is hardly worth Enquiry $ all is done that 
any juft Concern of ours for them can prompt 
Us to wifh, or their own Salvation does demand. 

It 
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It is the Bufinefs of the Friends and Aflertors of 
Chriftianity tQ fet both thefe Proofs in the clear- 
eft Light they are able, and then to leave all 
Men to apprehend for Themfelves : To prefs 
Home the great Argument for its Truth in its 
full Extent, not confining themfelves to any pe- 
culiar Branch of it ; And, while they now try 
one Power and then another till they find out 
the prevailing one, not to fuffer one Soul to fail 
of the Kingdom of Chrift which may by any In- 
duftry of theirs be gained over to it : to light 
fbme into it by fetting up to their View the glo- 
rious Effulgency of Gods eternal Wifdom, and 
to draw others by difpkying before them all the 
Wonders of his Power : Like fkilful Artifts, ftill 
to encreafe the Force of their Machine by com- 
bining Powers with Powers, as the Greatnefs of 
the Work to be done fhall require it : to add 
Prophecy to Prophecy till the whole {hall grow 
up into one grand complicated Prophecy; and 
to join Miracle to Miracle, till all {hall ftand em- 
battled in one invincible Body : And then laft of 
all, to unite both thefe Powers alfo, till that E- 
nergy, which was before fcattered and diftributed 
through various Parts,, being now collected into 
one, the Gofpel fhall ftand forth impregnable, 
and all the Forces of Infidelity fhall fink before 
it. 

FINIS. 
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